Jewish 


= FRONTIER 


ergy 
se FACTORS 
“IN ZIONIST POLITICS| 


e¢ Moshe Shertok 





A CATHOLIC VIEW 
OF THE CRUCIFIXION 


e Jacques Maritain 


WHY RUSSIA FIGHTS 


e Hayim Greenberg 


THE ELECTION: 
BEFORE AND AFTER 


ard Noskin 














AUGUST, 1944 TWENTY-FIVE CENTS 











There can be NO ‘’PART-TIME‘’ SOLDIERS 
ON THE FIGHTING FRONT—OR HOME FRONT 


THIS 
iS THE 


CRUCIAL 














YOUR EXTRA WAR 
BOND INVESTMENT 


HIS is the year of decision. 

This is the year that General 
Eisenhower said might bring 
victory in Europe. But no vic- 
tory can be won with “part-time” 
soldiers ... either in the invasion 
or on the home front. 


We know our fighting men 
are ready for anything .. . any- 


about you? Are you ready to 
match their fighting spirit with 
your War Bond purchases? It’s 
the American way to work to- 
gether and fight together—freely. 


Once again America asks you 
to invest in extra War Bonds— 
more than you’ve ever subscribed 
for before. Remember —it’s for 
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NOW— 
MORE THAN EVER 


Deeds Count! 


For over 30 years the JEwisH Na- 
TIONAL Workers’ ALLIANCE (Far- 
BAND) has participated in every ac- 
tivity leading to the improvement 
of the condition of the Jewish and 
laboring masses in this country and 
abroad, the upbuilding of the Jew- 
ish homeland in Palestine and the 
vitalization of Jewish culture. It 
has stood for unity in American 
and World Jewry and was an im- 
portant factor in the establishment 
of the American and World Jewish 
Congress and more recently, the 
American Jewish Conference. It is 
closely linked with the Histadrut 
and aids it eccuaomically and polit- 
ically in all of its undertakings. It 
pioneered modern progressive Jew- 
ish education and maintains a chain 
of schools in the United States and 
Canada. It fought militantly the 
joint evils of fascism and anti- 
Semitism and has given our country 
exemplary support in the war effort. 
All these activities it has combined 
with an extensive program of self- 
help and mutual aid, based on 
scientific and cooperative prin- 
ciples, for the benefit of its mem- 
bers and their families. It ‘has 
grown in deeds and membership as 
one of the foremost organizations 


in American Jewish life. 


Today, more than ever, its three- 
point program of action—for our 
country, the Jewish people, your- 
self and your family—merits the 
support of every Jewish man and 
woman who believes that deeds 
speak louder than words. 


JOIN THE ALLIANCE BRANCH 
IN YOUR COMMUNITY! 


For information—writer or phone 


JEWISH NATIONAL 
WORKERS’ ALLIANCE 


45 EAST 17th STREET 
NEW YORK 3, N. Y. 


STuyvesant 9-4677 
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Comments of the Month 


ANNONA RT 


Last CHANCE FOR RESCUE 


E VEN after four years of war, and over two 
years of open, systematic extermination of Jew- 
ish communities in Europe, we now realize that we 
were still cherishing illusions. The blow fell on 
Yugoslav Jewry, and on the Jews of Bessarabia and 
Bukovina, and on Slovakian Jewry, and on the Jews 
of Western Europe, and on Polish Jewry and the Jews 
of occupied Soviet territory—but still we clung to 
hope, and plotted how to bring Jews to such “havens” 
as Hungary or Italy, and how to preserve the status 
of merely moderate oppression in those countries. 
There was no courage in the United Nations for the 
large and radical project of evacuating Jews from 
all Axis Europe—and particularly from those coun- 
tries whose relatively moderate regimes might be 
induced to cooperate. Even when the last blow fell, 
and Hungary dropped like a rotten plum into the 
hands of the Gestapo, we hoped against hope that the 
ultimate disaster might not occur. But then we 
learned of transports of Hungarian Jews to the 
notorious death camps in the East, and the scales at 
last dropped from our eyes. 

At length the democratic world responded with 
feverish action. Appeals, threats, by day and night— 
radio broadcasts, leaflets dropped over Hungary, 
to the government, to the clergy, to the people and 
the workers, from the Vatican, from Hungarians in 
America, from Sweden and Switzerland showered 
down upon Hungary in a hail of objurgation and 
entreaty. 

And there was some effect. It is not yet clear to 
what extent reports from Switzerland that Admiral 
Horthy has promised to stop the deportations and 
permit International Red Cross intervention signify 
a real change in the government policy. But we do 
know of attempts within Hungary to obstruct the 
extermination policy and to rescue Jews. 

Most striking of all is the offer that has reached 
the democratic world from the Germans themselves. 
In return for stated ransom, certain German groups 
in Hungary offered to deliver large contingents of 
Jews to the Allies on a regular schedule. That such 
an offer was made indicates that Axis Europe has 
been impressed with the determination of the Allies 
to rescue the Jews and to administer dire punishment 
to those who helped to destroy them. But even more 
revealing is the nature of the ransom demanded. In 
return for sparing Jews, the Germans dared to ask 
for supplies which would enable them to continue 
the war still longer. They even used this opportu- 
nity to try to split the Allies by letting it be known 
they might be induced to use such supplies only on 
the Eastern front. 


Thus we have learned one more lesson in the war. 
Our enemy is callous, cunning, unscrupulous to a 
degree even greater than we had realized. He will 
stop at nothing; not a jot of his promises can be 
relied upon. Yet the efforts at rescue must and shall 
go on. Every method, open and clandestine—the ex- 
tension of the protective citizenship of other govern- 
ments to the Jews, the intercession of religious au- 
thorities and international humanitarian organiza- 
tions; or Allied bombings of the death camps and 
the roads leading to them, or raids and sabotage by 
partisans and guerillas; or bribes and ransoms, where 
possible—must and shall be applied. 


The democratic world cannot fail at this last op- 
portunity, to apply all its strength and wit for rescue. 


Gort For MAcMICHAEL 


With the announcement of the appointment of 
Lord Gort as new High Commissioner of Palestine, 
the long-awaited departure of Sir Harold Mac- 
Michael takes place. During his long term of office, 
Sir Harold never showed any signs of understanding 
the primary purpose for which the Palestine Man- 
date was entrusted to Britain: the establishment 
of the Jewish National Home. Nor did he even 
evince any ability to accomplish the routine tasks 
of government: to keep order and forward prog- 
ress. He had none of the qualities of either Sir 
Arthur Wauchope or Lord Plumer. For Jews par- 
ticularly his name will always be associated with 
the Patria and Struma disasters, and with the other 
sinister concomitants of the White Paper policy. So 
long as he remained in office, his administration of 
economic policy and planning continued to preju- 
dice the future in terms of White Paper perspectives. 
His departure was long overdue, and waited, per- 
haps, on the choice of the proper successor. 


What is known of Lord Gort gives only meagre 
suggestions of any change in policy which his ap- 
pointment may signify. The most striking feature, 
of course, is that an eminent military figure was 
chosen. Former Chief-of-Staff, leader of the British 
forces in the critical years of 1939-40, and then 
Commander, in turn, of the vital strongpoints of 
Gibraltar and Malta, Gort is a soldier of the highest 
eminence. It is noteworthy that in Palestine he 
will occupy not only the office of High Commis- 
sioner but also the post of Commander-in-Chief. 


It is clear, at any rate, that Britain has chosen a 
man well qualified to carry out a decisive policy and 
maintain order against any opposition which might 
conceivably develop. 


YAIR TaD Bit isoes 
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PALESTINE IN THE PLATFORMS 


The Republican and the Democratic parties, in 
their conventions at Chicago during the past month, 
have testified that every substantial part of Ameri- 
can public opinion supports the idea of a Jewish 
Commonwealth. 

In both party platforms, the demand that such a 
commonwealth be established through the unre- 
stricted admission of Jews to Palestine is clearly 
and unequivocally stated. The question, upon which 
there had never been a significant division of opin- 
ion between the two parties, has once more been 
placed above partisan debate. In fact, the only evi- 
dence of partisanship on this issue is the campaign 
charge, in the Republican platform, that the 
administration has shown insufficient energy in 
Opposing, under its treaty rights, the alteration in 
the purpose of the Palestine Mandate which was 
implicit in the White Paper. 

No one expects, of course, that the platform 
pledges of the Chicago conventions will be taken 
as a mandate for immediate implementation after 
the successful candidate is inaugurated. When the 
pledge will be carried out will depend, no doubt, 
on circumstances. The postponement of action on 
the Congressional resolutions which were intro- 
duced this year should warn us that the timing of 
action may be determined by considerations of mo- 
mentary expediency. 

But the time for decisive measures on the Pales- 
tine question must come, sooner or later. The con- 
vention planks give a sufficiently clear intimation 
of the terms in which public opinion in the United 
States expects its views to be expressed; clear, une- 
quivocal, and positive terms. These planks were 
adopted only a short time after an exhaustive dis- 
cussion of this problem had taken place before 
Congressional committees and in the press. They 
may therefore be regarded as the well-considered 
attitude of the American parties, reflecting the con- 
sensus of opinion among the people at large. We 
are entitled to expect that the weight of American 
influence will stand behind the demand for a policy 
in Palestine equaily clear and positive. 


MINSK, VILNA, PINSK, GRODNO 


Every day of the Russian advance is cutting deep 
salients into the area which still separates the Red 
Army from “holy German soil.” For us, each day’s 
communique holds new and familiar names of lib- 
erated towns. Polish towns? Cities of Soviet Lithu- 
ania? Only time and international politics will tell 
to what political system they will be attached. But 
for us, they are Jewish names, pregnant with the 
significance of centuries of Jewish history. A map 
of Jewish communities would show that the home 
of one of the most vital Jewries, the Hasidic 
“Ukrainian” Jews, was first to be liberated; and 
following it, what Jews called “Lithuania,” covering 
not only the independent state of 1919-1939 but 
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parts of independent Poland and Soviet White Rus- 
sia, is now freed. 

Even in far-off lands across the sea, Jews continue 
to feel their bond with one or another of the Jew- 
ries of Eastern Europe. There have been richer and 
more influential Jewish communities. But there can 
be no doubt that, in recent generations, the Jews 
of Eastern Europe were the source out of which the 
Jewish heritage was, both biologically and cultur- 
ally, maintained and replenished. 

Throughout the war we have been tormented by 
the knowledge not only that millions of Jews were 
being slain but that this particular Jewry, the stay 
and support of all of us, was being done to death 
on the rack. Hitler’s trap sprung upon the very 
heart of our collective tradition, the backbone of our 
will to survive as a nation. If we may still speak 
of a Jewish nationality, not as a hope or an idea 
but as a fact, then it existed primarily in Eastern 
Europe. 

The hour of liberation has come. The Nazis have 
been driven from Ukrainian soil. Every day brings 
news of victory in those places which, for us, were 
part of Jewish Lithuania. Dawn is breaking after 
five nightmare years. 

But these are the words that ring in our ears 
continually: Minsk—12 Jews; Vilna—3 Jews. We 
cannot escape the fatal message of the Soviet Jewish 
writer, Vassili Grossman: “Ukraine is judenrein.” 
And the curtain has only begun to rise. 

Each victory over the enemy makes more deadly 
certain our disaster. We Jews have already been 
vanquished. The foe has annihilated millions— 
close to a third of our people. 

And we, the survivors, are we prepared for the 
full shock of the facts? Will this greatest of all our 
catastrophes simply be forgotten in the Victory 
jubilee, or will it become an experience penetrating 
our very marrow, and making us fit to become the 
heirs of the dead? 

We hear much talk of “reconstruction,” and “the 
future,” and even about “national liberation” and 
“Zionism,” as though nothing had happened, as 
though the past few years had not fundamentally 
altered our place in the world, our weight and our 
strength. Many speak of our tasks and our goals 
as though we still had the same human resources 
as before September 1939. The future of American 
Jewry is discussed as though its function among 
Jewish communities could still be the same as when 
there were those millions in Eastern Europe upon 
whom to lean. We have not yet given ourselves an 
honest accounting of our place in the world in the 
light of the new reality. 

Have we, the survivors of the dead of the Warsaw 
ghetto, and of all the death chambers of Europe, 
the inner resolution required for that final effort 
upon which our future as a people may depend? 

This question, too, is forced upon us by the names 
—Minsk, Vilna, Pinsk, Grodno. 
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The Election: Before and After 


by Bernard Noskin 


N O ONE mindful of the imminent responsibilities 
which will devolve upon this country at the con- 
clusion of the war can be indifferent to the outcome 
of the forthcoming Presidential elections. 

Of the three Big Powers (it may be a graceful tri- 
bute to China’s heroic resistance to classify her 
among the Big Powers but in literal truth she is at 
present hardly a Power at all, let alone a Big Power) 
only the United States will have emerged economic- 
ally stronger than when she entered. Britain is eco- 
nomically and financially near exhaustion, while vast 
areas of the most productive regions of the U.S.S.R. 
have been completely devastated. Moreover, the 
world will have witnessed the dramatic and not soon 
to be forgotten spectacle of the crushing of world 
aggression twice in twenty-five years as a result of the 
United States’ casting into the balance its enormous 
productive and military potential. 

At first glance, it may seem curious that notwith- 
standing the profound differences that are bound to 
cleave the country in the approaching few years, the 
election itself will be fought without a single issue of 
any consequence, unless, perhaps, the Fourth Term 
can be considered one. However we compare all the 
conventional “ we commend” by the one party, with 
all the equally conventional “we condemn” of the 
other, there is no issue between either the parties or 
the candidates. One can hardly take seriously as an 
issue Mr. Dewey’s demand in his acceptance speech 
that, for the more effective prosecution of the war, 
the Cabinet should be composed of younger men. 

The reason for this situation lies both in the war 
itself and in our political system, and it will be in- 
structive to examine the matter for a moment. 

In the first place, it is obvious that a nation locked 
in mortal combat cannot afford the luxury of quar- 
relling about any issue, except it be the conduct of 
the war. 

If the war were going badly or at: least indiffer- 
ently, there would inevitably arise an opposition in- 
sisting on either the revision of strategical or tactical 
military plans or on the negotiation of peace with 
the enemy, and the party out of office would be the 
rallying point of such demands. This was the case in 
1864 during our Civil War when the Democratic 
candidate, General McClellan, criticized the conduct 
of the war, while the Democratic Party itself was a 
hotbed of “Copperheads” seeking peace with the 
South. Had Gettysburg been lost a year earlier it is 
most probable that Lincoln would have failed of re- 
election. 

It is only by an accident of the calendar that a 
presidential election will be held in 1944 instead of 
1942. Two years ago it is not impossible that the 


Opposition would have furnished an issue, by de- 
manding that nearly all our military force be em- 
ployed against Japan leaving only a force sufficient 
for a “holding action” to “contain” the Hun. Gen- 
eral MacArthur, if he had chosen, might then have 
become a McClellan, and an opposition of this sort 
would have met with the response of a strong, and 
not always unexpressed undercurrent of popular 
feeling. Fortunately, the progress of Allied arms 
averted this disaster, so that outwardly, at least, we 
remain a united people. 
p * * * 

Observers of the American political scene have al- 
ready noted that our political system does not encour- 
age major political parties to take a clearly defined 
stand on any issue as to which there is a sharp differ- 
ence of principle when popular support can be found 
on both sides of the issue. The reason is clear: no 
major political party (unless its support is very 
largely from just one section, and then it is rarely a 
major party) can afford to alienate any large body of 
voters, even though they may be a minority in the 
electorate itself. In consequence, difference of opin- 
ion, wherever possible, is conciliated; political plat- 
forms are full of resounding, generous promises to 
all sides on nearly every issue, and there is a sort of 
tacit agreement among politicians, which is under- 
stood by a good number of voters, that even the party 
platform, vague as that document always is, is not 
really binding on the candidate. 

In the halcyon days of Socialist propaganda, from 
say 1900 to 1920, the lack of principle in both 
Democratic and Republican parties was something 
of a scandal to the earnest proselytes who gathered in 
Socialist halls and clubs. Not only did it appear to 
spring from an attitude of sheer frivolity, but it was 
so utterly out of line with the dogma that politics are 
a mere reflex of class differences that Socialist agita- 
tors were hard put to it to explain the political indif- 
ference of the two great parties. Often, it was sol- 
emnly asserted that rival parties were deliberately 
created and subsidized by the crafty bourgeoisie 
merely to engage in sham battles so as to mislead the 
unsuspecting proletariat, an explanation rather too 
flattering to the guile of the bourgeoisie and too 
derogatory to the wit of the proletariat. 

With the bitter experience of the score or more of 
years following World War I, we can believe that 
we now see the picture in a truer light, in an aspect 
by which our political institutions appear in a more 
favorable perspective. True, none of our important 
political parties, nor our politicians have basic polit- 
ical creeds of so dogmatic, unyielding, and self-im- 
portant a nature as the Marxian Socialism which 
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imagines itself wedded to an entire system having 
metaphysical and epistemological consequerices. No 
American politician can be conceived of who would 
denounce his party mates, as Lenin did, for lapsing 
into “idealistic” errors, or the reverse; in other words 
our political parties find the very notion of a 
“Weltanschauung” utterly strange and alien. But, if 
the pragmatic politicians and parties of the American 
type may appear wanting in principle and consist- 
ency, we now see that they more than make amends 
by their greater humanity compared to the politicians 
who profess to follow a “Weltanschauung.” While 
the “Weltanschauung” politicians have always de- 
rided compromise and conciliation, except as a ruse 
to deceive the enemy, our own brand generally search 
in good faith for a formula that will be acceptable to 
as many as possible. 

We must avoid going to extremes. Conciliation 
with all its undoubted advantages has drawbacks, too, 
which must be met. In seeking the lowest common 
denominator of agreement, real issues which some- 
times must be faced and surmounted in all their 
solid materiality tend to be blurred. Politicians often 
cry out “agreement” when there is none; the evil day 
of decision is put off in the Micawber-like hope that 
“something will turn up” to make decision unneces- 
sary—though, to be sure, often something does turn 
up, and silence and procrastination are justified by the 
event. 


This was the case in the elections of 1940. Both 
Roosevelt and Willkie saw the need of action against 
the Axis if the world and indeed our own skins were 
to be saved, but neither would venture to proclaim a 
truth bitterly distasteful to what, for all they knew, 
was a majority of their fellow citizens. Politically it 
was safer to accuse one’s opponent of leading us into 
a “shooting war,” and for Congress to delay until 
finally the decision and, for a time, the initiative was 
actually wrested from us by the Axis. If Japan had 
not forced our hand, who knows whether Britain and 
Russia would not now be near bleeding to death with 
Lend-Lease acting as a sort of transfusion of blood 
plasma to keep them alive on the operating table? 

Dewey’s acceptance speech at the Chicago conven- 
tion is an excellent example of the democartic poli- 
tician at work in his trade. This is not said in dispar- 
agement but to take note of a stubborn fact. He is 
aware of the general drift of popular opinion that 
some form of international cooperation will be essen- 
tial in the post-war world, but he knows too that iso- 
lationism and a harsh, selfish nationalism claim the 
support of many on whom he must rely for election. 
His job is to antagonize no important section of opin- 
ion but to present his own position as if no real dif- 
ferences existed. This he did with no little skill, and, 
it may even be, with some sincerity. In any event, to 
. write Dewey off, as is the tendency in liberal circles, 
as either a cipher or a reactionary is neither fair nor 
useful. 
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It needs no profound insight to realize that within 
a year or less our country will face crucial decisions, 
the great drama of peace and reconstruction must 
soon be played. But who can now foresee, except in a 
general way, the specific forms which will clothe the 
vast and intricate network of problems revolving 
about the making of peace—settlements by inter- 
national organization, military, political, and eco- 
nomic; the reconversion of our industry; the demobil- 
ization of our army and navy; the civilian re-training 
of millions of men? 

When differences between the two major parties 
do arise, as they’ inevitably will, they will center 


. about specific programs or alternatives of action or 


inaction, but they cannot furnish the debating issues 
of the present campaign. Now we are conducting an 
election only because the constitutional term of the 
President will expire come January next, not because 
there is any compelling need on the part of the 
American people to make up their minds about this 
program or that. Thus we will have a national elec- 
tion but no issues; in a year, perhaps, we will have 
issues aplenty but no election. 


* * * 


Yet we cannot take a negative attitude. Who will 
sit in the White House in 1945 and 1946 is of vital 
concern to all of us. And if we lack the guidance of 
specific issues, we are not wholly without direction. 
Fate put the Democratic Party in power when dras- 
tic reforms were needed in our economy, and when 
the nation had to be steered, albeit slowly and un- 
willingly, in the direction of intervention against the 
Axis. Furthermore, by happy chance the Democratic 
Party and the nation found an able and energetic 
leader in Franklin D. Roosevelt. He it was who even 
amidst the dark gloom of the Spring of 1941, when 
the Nazis semed unconquerable, proclaimed the de- 
termination of the United States that they should not 
win, and by so doing gave hope to the resisters. 
Willy-nilly, the Democratic Party and its chief have 
become the expression of the more progressive ele- 
ments of our national life. 

In a two party system, it is natural that the party 
out of office should be “agin” everything proposed 
by the “ins” and this tendency, in turn, is reinforced 
by the flocking to the opposition banner of all who 
for one reason or another are dissatisfied with the ad- 
ministration. The policies of a party, its presumed 
“principles,” are often determined by the accidental 
circumstances of whether it is in or out of office. In 
this way, the Republican Party which was not always 
(except for a brief period between 1912 and 1914) 
wholly reactionary, and even in 1932 could point to 
a few progressive representatives, has now become 
almost solidly a party of reaction. Any doubt on that 
score was dissipated in the decisive defeat adminis- 
tered to Willkie within the Party itself. 

The same process that has pushed the Republican 
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Party to the right operated to turn the Democrats to 
the Left. It is obvious that a great many Democratic 
leaders especially from the Southern States are not 
happy at this development but since they cannot 
change the general character of Democratic national 
policies except at the risk of their own political skins, 
they dare not force the issues within the Democratic 
Party. 


Meanwhile the Republican Party is moving stead- 
ily in the direction of reaction under the twin slogans 
of nationalism and free enterprise. It has become the 
rallying point of discontent with progressive legisla- 
tion and anything that smacks of idealism in foreign 
policy. Our nativists, chauvinists, Roosevelt-haters, 
opponents of labor have enlisted under the Repub- 
lican banner and fly its flag. Even so the Republican 
Party has tried to conceal its true character with a 
platform that straddles at every point, but no intelli- 
gent person who followed the proceedings at the Re- 
publican convention at Chicago will be deceived. The 
darling of the Convention was not even its Presiden- 
tial nominee, but the parochial-minded Governor of 
Ohio, whom for reasons of expediency it could give 
only second place on the national ticket. Apart from 
Dewey’s acceptance speech, not one voice was raised 
at the Convention in denunciation of the Hitlerite 
bestiality, or calling for an all-out prosecution of the 
war against the Nazis; and even Dewey’s call for the 
unconditional surrender of Germany received hardly 
more than perfunctory applause. If further evidence 
is wanted, the selection by Dewey himself of Harri- 
son Spangler as counsel to the Republican National 
Committee and of Werner Schroeder, the designee 
of the obscurantist publisher of the Chicago Tribune, 
as the Committee’s Vice-Chairman are proofs of the 
strength of reactionary control within the Republican 
Party. 


Mr. Wallace has foretold in a telling phrase “the 
century of the common man.” Just who the common 
man is has not been defined, and we may thus easily 
assume that the next century will be his, again in 
some unprecise sense; but what reason is there to sup- 
pose that the passions and prejudices of the common 
man differ conspicuously from those of any other 
man? And what ground is there for hoping that the 
decisions soon to be made will be less grounded on 
the hopes, the fear, the prejudices and passions of 
130 million Americans than they have been in the 
past? 

In the trying days following Pearl Harbor the 
nation experienced something of a sense of inter- 
national solidarity. For a brief period we were 
“sold” on international cooperation; all of us, Amer- 
icans, British, Russians, French, Greeks, were part of 
“One World”; but with the passing of the crisis 
which gave it birth, the experience has faded, and it 
will not be surprising if a new, strongly nationalist, 
even chauvinistic emotion will replace it, the begin- 
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nings of which have already found lodgement in the 
Republican Party. 


Soon the question of American’s place in the 
world will be removed from the arena of abstract dis- 
cussion and will be faced “in concreto.” It is not dif- 
ficult to foresee the capacity for mischief which people 
of the McCormick, Patterson, Schroeder class (and 
they control the Republican Party, notwithstanding 
the platform and all of Dewey’s fine words) can do 
to the peace settlement. And it would be pleasing 
but self-deceptive to assume that these gentry cannot 
get the ear of the “common man.” The “common 
man” may be only too eager to join in demands not 
only for the annexation by the United States of the 
Japanese possessions in the Pacific, but of the Dutch 
colonies, the bases leased to us by Britain, and per- 
haps, Dakar. They will ask of the “common man” as 
they did after World War I: “What do we get out of 
it?” 

The danger of a selfish, nationalist reaction led by 
the Republican Party must be taken seriously. This 
is especially so because even now, after all that we 
have witnessed, all that has been written and 
spoken, it is doubtful whether it is more than by a 
bare majority that the “common man” in the United 
States knows why the war is being fought, or at least 
why we are fighting Germany. Nearly every reporter 
who has visited our army has the same story: the sol- 
diers do not know why they are fighting; they lack 
the crusading spirit. And it is a safe bet that if the 
boys do not know why they are undergoing the hell- 
ish ordeal of modern war, it is because their parents 
and teachers themselves never knew and never in- 
structed them. 


" Millions of our boys will come home from all 
parts of the world, and a great many, perhaps a large 
part, will be dissatisfied and disgruntled even if they 
do (and they all won’t) find jobs on their return. In 
addition, the parents and close relatives of those, also, 
who will never return, or come home crippled in 
body or mind will be prey to the nativist notion that 
we deliberately sacrificed American manhood on be- 
half of foreign, that is to say, often enough, Jewish 
influences. The idealism engendered in this war, 
little as that is, may soon evanesce. 


The issue of Know-Nothingism, of aggressive, sel- 
fish nationalism will not be in this campaign. It is 
too early for that. Yet its shadow is already discernible, 
and it will surely play a major part in the programs 
and policies to be adopted in the next few years. Our 
preference for the Democratic Party is grounded on 
the fact that, taken by and large, it is far less tainted 
with nativism and chauvinism than is its rival; and 
besides, the unquestioned liberalism and energy of its 
Chief necessarily makes itself felt in party councils. 
In the campaign of 1944 the Democratic Party will 
have the support of a large majority of working 
people and of others with a liberal outlook. 
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Main Factors in Zionist Politics 


by Moshe Shertok 


WE ARE entering upon the the last stage of the 
war. Post-war political plans are already under 
discussion, and it may very well be that a decision 
on Palestine will be reached during this period. 
Today it is clear that the problem has been re- 
opened. It may be that new circumstances will again 
congeal a situation which has become fluid, but 
there are trustworthy signs that for the time being 
at least our problem is up for consideration. 

This could not be the case if the foundations of 
the White Paper were not shaken. The very fact 
that Palestine is being discussed in political circles 
proves that this is so, even though the White Paper 
is far from having been abandoned. The White 
Paper policy has certainly been weakened and there 
are factors in world politics and in the Jewish and 
Palestinian situations which will continue to under- 
mine it. 

I 


The Jewish problem is not the only unsolved 
one in the Middle East. The whole question of the 
future of the Arab countries is on the order of the 
day. Considerable political activity is developing in 
all the countries around Palestine. Syria and Leb- 
anon have been added to the list of sovereign 
or practically independent countries. The independ- 
ence, in fact as well as in theory, of Egypt, Iraq, and 
Saudi-Arabia has been strengthened. The future of 
these countries and the ties between them, their 
relations to the Great Powers and particularly to 
Great Britain, are all open questions. 

At this time the Arab problem is developing 
upon lines not precisely foreseen by theorists, 
whether Arab, English, or Jewish. It was an ac- 
cepted hypothesis that the Arab countries were 
developing toward a Federation. But in fact no 
Federation is being discussed and there is no sign of 
any approach to such a solution. To be sure, there 
are some who, being disappointed in their hope of 
a Federation covering the whole Arab world, have 
retreated to the idea of a so-called Greater Syrian 
Federation, including Palestine. But there are strong 
Arab groups who oppose even this. As the Arab 
countries grow more independent, they become 
more anxious to preserve their sovereignty, not only 
against the Great Western Powers but against each 
other. What is happening now among Arab coun- 
tries is a process of rapprochement through the crea- 
tion of mutual bonds, not through the abandonment 
of sovereignty. On the one hand, treaties are being 
negotiated between neighboring countries on spe- 
cific points, and, on the other hand, there is an 
attempt to unite all these countries in consultation 
and cooperation on a common political program. 


There is no way to forecast how far this process 
will go, but this is the purpose of the frequent con- 
ferences now being arranged between Arab leaders. 

It is clear that as neighboring countries become 
independent, Palestinian Arabs will become more 
anxious for independence. The Palestine Mandate 
today is the only “A” Mandate applied to a territory 
whose inhabitants have not attained self-govern- 
ment. The pressure for independence and the rap- 
prochement between Arab countries are forces act- 
ing upon us and against us, directly and through 
their effect upon the Great Powers. On the other 
hand, since the discussion of mutual relations among 
Arab countries has become an urgent political ques- 
tion, our existence as a national unit, and the conse- 
quent difficulties for the attainment of Arab politi- 
cal aspirations have been sharply underscored. 

We must continue our efforts to make contact 
with the Arab world about us as we have always 
done. If not for our work in this field heretofore 
we could not be as well informed as we are about 
these matters, and even if only for the sake of such 
information we are bound to seize every opportunity 
for further contact. But we are also interested in 
having the. Arabs understand our strength and 
Our purpose: that we have come here to be inde- 
pendent but not isolated; to be a constructive power 
and not a foe; and that we hope for mutual aid and 
reciprocity—a hope which we are prepared to 
realize even if it must be piece-meal and intermit- 
tently. 

The reactions on the part of Arabs in the neigh- 
boring countries have been of four kinds. First there 
are some Arabs who refuse to meet us altogether, 
in spite of efforts which we have made over a period 
of years. 

Secondly there are Arabs who are always prepared 
to meet us, to talk, to maintain contact—but who 
will not agree to political negotiations. The explana- 
tion of this attitude, as we have heard recently from 
some Arabs, is that, after all, the question is between 
us and the Palestinian Arabs, and that neighboring 
countries have no right to negotiate. At other times 
we are told that, after all, the problem is an inter- 
national one and will be decided by the Great 
Powers, so that there is no point in negotiations 
now: it is better to wait for the decision and post- 
pone any arrangements that may be necessary as 
between them and us until a later date. 

This does not mean, of course, that the Arabs are 
sitting passively while they wait for such a decision: 
they are active, they exert their influence, and they 
fight for a decision of a specific sort. Apparently 
they hope to achieve more than they might attain 
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by any negotiations with us. The White Paper gives 
them grounds for such hope. By the White Paper 
they have already achieved much, more than would 
be possible to hope for from any compromise agree- 
ment with Jews—even with Jews who are prepared 
to accept conceivable “compromises,” let alone other 
Jews. But the fact that the White Paper is losing 
ground is no secret. Perhaps one of the reasons for 
its weakening is the lack of confidence in that docu- 
ment’s future that has been deeply impressed upon 
large Arab groups from the very beginning. They 
were never convinced that it could be carried out, 
for they knew very well that it was opposed to the 
real, effective trends in Palestine. Yet a position 
like that which the Arabs have under the White 
Paper is not likely to be abandoned without a fierce 
struggle. For this reason the Arabs are disinclined to 
make any advance concessions. 

There is still another reaction to our advances: 
while always prepared to meet and to discuss issues, 
this group at the same time always declares that 
there is no possible compromise, and that it must 
be war to the bitter end. This group is prepared 
to fight and see who prevails, so that if the Jews 
prevail it will not have been through Arab “submis- 
sion”. 

Finally there are those who meet us and propose 
compromises as a basis for discussion. We welcome 
such reactions for they show that things begin to 
move. Some are beginning to realize that we are 
a real force in the Middle East, and that our position 
in Palestine cannot be ignored. Yet the compro- 
mises which are proposed suffer from these weak- 
nesses: The maximum that the Arabs are prepared 
to offer is very far from the minimum upon which 
we are forced to stand; and furthermore those who 
propose these compromises are entirely incapable of 
carrying them out. 


II 


All this brings us back to the conclusion that 
the center of gravity for our political effort must 
be sought in a different sector, in the area between 
us and the Great Powers, who will decide the issue 
insofar as any human power can determine the fate 
of the world after the war. 

The Jewish people constitutes a world problem 
which seriously concerns the Great Powers and com- 
mits the whole civilized world to a grave responsi- 
bility. 

Among the Great Powers the most important 
with respect to this question is Great Britain. Here 
we face a severe struggle, and the essential point 
at issue is whether the decision is to be a British one 
or an international one: in the interest of England 
or in the interest of world peace; within the limits 
of Palestine or on the scale of the Jewish problem 
the world over. It is our duty to insist on the inter- 
national character of our demands and to work for 
them by approaching every power that is concerned 
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with the question, and which we can reach, particu- 
larly the Big Three. 

The Arabs have always spoken in terms of their 
ultimate aspirations. The British, on the other hand, 
never spoke in terms of ultimate goals, and for 
a long time what little they did say gave us the 
Opportunity for unrestricted work and progress: 
that is to say, we were restricted at each particular 
stage, but unrestricted with regard to our potential 
achievements of population increase, extension of 
our zone of settlement, and our growth toward politi- 
cal self rule, consequent upon our increase in num- 
bers and expansion in area. 

The majority of the Zionist movement, in Con- 
gress after Congress, firmly opposed any attempt 
to divert attention from its immediate vital tasks 
and the utilization of every available concrete oppor- 
tunity. It opposed attempts to force a debate con- 
cerning ultimate goals which then seemed, and was, 
barren. But a change took place. Its beginnings can 
be traced back beyond the White Paper of 1939 
to the Report of the Peel Commission of 1937. 
This report spoke in terms of ultimate goals and 
attempted to set up definitive constitutional ar- 
rangements. Of course no constitutional order can 
be definitive forever, historically speaking. But, as 
far as the policy of those who proposed these ar- 
rangements and those who were to accept them was 
concerned, it was an attempt to settle once and for 
all the status of Palestine. The Report of the Wood- 
head Commission was a similar attempt, and cer- 
tainly the White Paper intended to define the 
permanent status of Palestine. 

Even if the war and everything it brought had 
not taken place, our appropriate reply to this policy 
would have been to declare today that the recon- 
stitution of our nationhood in Palestine is not 
merely a vision but our concrete political objective. 
However, until the war broke out, with all its grue- 
some consequences for the world and particularly 
for us, we adopted a defensive attitude. Thus some 
of us, who saw no escape from the Partition Plan, 
reconciled themselves to this offer because they 
regarded it as the lesser evil; we were then in a 
defensive position, with the initiative in the hands 
of others. But the World War brought radical 
changes. A crucial decision, not only in the Pal- 
estine problem but in Jewish history, had to be 
made. Not alone does the Jewish people face a 
historic turning point as a result of the slaughter in 
Europe, but the war has brought the whole world 
to a crossways. These circumstances, in their rela- 
tion to the problems of Palestine and the whole 
Middle East, have made it possible as well as neces- 
sary for the Zionist movement to fight for a more 
radical and immediate solution of our problem. 

If this analysis is correct, there arises the serious 
question, whether our policy is adequate to the situ- 
ation. We must decide above all this question: 
Have we now a chance for a new political campaign, 
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unprecedented in the power which can be mar- 
shalled behind it and the prospects which lie before 
it? If so, it is clear that a demand for the continua- 
tion of the mandate is totally inadequate. If there 
is room for argument among us, it can only be on 
this basic question: whether we now have the op- 
portunity to abandon our defensive position, for, 
if this can be done, we must be clear what we wish 
to achieve. Shall we undertake a political campaign 
to restore the mandate? Do we wish to achieve a 
situation in which vital decisions about our future 
will be in the hands of others? Or is it our aim that 
such matters be in our own hands, so that we may 
be given a real opportunity to save as many Jews 
as possible in the shortest possible time? 


We do not enter upon this road without serious 
doubts of the prospects of success. The whole world 
today is struggling for great aims whose realization 
is similarly doubtful. It struggles with its own 
weakness and cowardice, its confusion and divided 
counsels. There is a receptivity in the world today 
to grand conceptions, bold conclusions, and radical 
solutions—above all, of the problems which caused 
this war that has grown to unprecedented dimen- 
sions. These, it seems to me, are the only terms in 
which we can make our proposals to the Great 
Powers, to world opinion at large, and certainly to 
the Jewish people. 


Ill 


In dealing with the Great Powers, we must be 
aware of their differences. In the American sector, 
we have a wide field of activity but with one im- 
portant central point: In the Presidency of the 
United States, in one man, or at least in one office, 
lie great powers of decision on international politi- 
cal affairs. We must be aware, of course, of the 
reservations which must be made to such a state- 
ment. We have all witnessed the difficulties of 
great American Presidents precisely with respect 
to international affairs, owing to the rights and 
prerogatives of the United States Senate. Neverthe- 
less, the White House is still an important forum 
for our political activities. But precisely because it 
is so definite a point to which to address our efforts, 
it is the more difficult to determine a policy in 
regard to it. We can work systematically with re- 
spect to the press and public opinion, but to influ- 
ence the Presidency of the United States is a task 
depending upon occasions and opportunities. I am 
far from believing that we have done everything 
that we should or could have done even with our 
limited resources to place our case before the White 
House. But we have attempted something; and we 
have learned of doubts entertained in high circles 
about the practicability of our project, and with re- 
gard to the size and potential capacity of Palestine 
to contribute toward a solution of the Jewish prob- 
lem. There is also the problem concerning Amer- 
ica’s relations with the peoples of the Middle East, 
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who are using every possible means to oppose us. 
However, there are also good reasons to assume that 
America can bring to bear a favorable influence 
for us. 


Our prospects of help from America will be in- 
creased to the extent that our support in England 
gtows stronger—and not vice versa. America has 
just entered the Middle East, chiefly through its 
interest in oil. This fact, in addition to the close 
relations with England on broad international prob- 
lems, creates bonds of solidarity and mutual consid- 
eration, not all of whose consequences are favorable 
to us. There are, nonetheless, powerful factors 
which work in our favor in America. There is the 
existence of a Jewish community of five million. 
The United States, moreover, is a democratic coun- 
try, in which Jews are free to express their views, 
to think as they please, to organize themselves, and 
to exert their influence upon public opinion. An- 
other favorable factor is the rapid growth of a 
realization of America’s responsibility for peace- 
ful conditions in the postwar world. This is creating 
a more favorable climate for an understanding of 
the Jewish problem and the acceptance of construc- 
tive solutions. 


Another fact which has aided us greatly in Amer- 
ica is the constructive, progressive character of our 
work in Palestine. During the war the Jews in 
Palestine have come into contact with people of 
many countries, to a greater extent than had previ- 
ously been the case. Not all the Americans who 
came, and saw Palestine and the Middle East, re- 
turned friends of Zionism. But I do not know of 
a single American who came to Palestine, in what- 
ever capacity, who was not deeply impressed by 
what we have already accomplished and by our 
ability to multiply these achievements still fur- 
ther. This creates a special kind of a bond between 
us and the citizens of that great power, America, 
who have always had a special appreciation of con- 
struction, development, economic potentialities and 
needs. American public opinion will not easily 
agree, if the matter is placed before it, to have a 
creative enterprise arrested in its development. 

We thus have a broad field for our activity; but 
it is highly doubtful whether the most intensive 
campaign can bring the United States to take deci- 
sive measures unless supported by other aia or 
at least unopposed by them. 


IV 


The question of our relations with the Soviet 
Union is unique. It is an altogether new problem 
for Zionist politics, raised, strangely enough, by the 
meagre opportunity which we have lately been 
granted for reaching that great Power. As long as 
there was no contact, which was the case for a 
sufficiently long time, there was no problem. At- 
tempts to enter into relations and our first contact 
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began a considerable time before the war, but, as 
a result of the war, something changed which made 
possible much more frequent and tangible contacts. 
But two things are lacking with regard to Soviet 
Russia which, in relation to Great Britain and the 
United States, have always seemed so natural that 
we paid no attention to them and did not appreciate 
their value: first of all, the right of entry; and 
secondly, the existence of a free Jewry. Did it ever 
occur to anyone to consider it important that British 
Jewry is permitted to maintain a Zionist Organiza- 
tion and meet in convention? Has anyone ever 
appreciated the importance of the fact that Ameri- 
can Jewry has similar rights? Have we ever under- 
stood the value of being granted visas and space in 
airplanes during a war, even though it was clearly 
understood that these were granted to persons who 
intended to combat the current policy of the govern- 
ment which extended them? 


We have not these facilities with respect to Rus- 
sia, and it is not in our power to see that they are 
granted. There is a deep stirring of feeling for 
Jewish concerns among Russian Jews. This is at- 
tested by voices that have been heard from the So- 
viet Union at a number of Jewish conferences. But 
even though these conferences would never have 
been held if it were not for the revival of Jewish 
conscience, they are not the result of independent 
initiative nor do they express the free wishes of 
Jews. It is inestimably important that we have re- 
ceived the evidence that such a revival has taken 
place among the Jews there. It would have been 
very strange if this were not the case, but it is still 
very important to have received the evidence. And 
yet, we still lack the support of a free and organized 
Jewry which we have in other countries, and it 
will not be easy to obtain it. 


Our contacts with Russia at this time are re- 
stricted to a few fleeting, accidental meetings, and 
I am not aware of a single real opportunity that 
we have neglected. But we must beware of two 
things: On one there is complete agreement not 
only in our labor circles but in the whole Zionist 
movement. In our effort to establish better rela- 
tions with the Soviet Union, we must do away with 
any feeling that we may have because of the past. 
Wherever we appear, we must needs appear as loyal 
Zionists. But it is unthinkable that anyone should 
allow grievances of the past to act in the slightest 
degree as an inner block, impeding our unceasing 
effort in this quarter. The second thing we must 
beware is to despair of breaking through the obsta- 
cles which the Soviet Union has set up around itself. 
There are, too, encouraging signs. There have been 
conversations, at least one of which came not 
through our seeking, but at the initiative of the 
Soviets. To be sure, it was easy for this initiative to 
be taken, for it it did not require traveling long 
distances. In fact, it was so natural as to be practi- 
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cally inevitable; and still it was important. The 
content of this conversation was also marked by a 
certain initiative on the part of the other party; there 
was an expression of interest going beyond mere 
curiosity and apparently leading towards a definite 
purpose, or at least, implying the assumption that 
it was necessary to reach some political conclusion 
with regard to the Jewish cause. It seems to me 
that this detail alone is enough to banish despair, 
but we must still be fully aware of the actual situa- 
tion. 


V 


Reality brings us back to Great Britain as the 
pivot of our political efforts at this time. In a con- 
versation which I had on one of my visits to London 
with someone in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
he said: “What has happened to the Jews in Europe 
has forced us, willy-nilly, toward Palestine.” I re- 
plied: “What we see about us, if we are clear- 
sighted, forces us back to Great Britain.” 

It is not a question of loyalty or moral obligation 
or of preserving a doctrine once established. We 
alone determine our course. But we must determine 
it through a clear-sighted view of things as they 
are and not as we might like them to be. We must 
guard jealously our free and recognized power of 
political representation and independent approach 
to any power which we think has some relation to 
our cause. Just as we go directly to Great Britain, 
sO we must go to the United States directly, and 
to Soviet Russia directly, and to the Arab world 
directly. If we lose this freedom, our campaign with 
respect to Great Britain loses its value and purpose. 

This does not mean that all the Powers are of 
equal significance at all stages. They are not equal, 
whether in their influence, their power of decision, 
or their control over our fate. 

We are now being falsely represented—and I 
came across this charge frequently on a visit to 
Egypt—of being foes of England. There are those 
who defame us intentionally, and others who have 
been sincerely impressed with this false idea. We, 
too, sometimes fall into the error of undiscrimi- 
nating judgments and hasty generalizations about 
others, so we should not wonder that others do 
the same about us. 

We are not anti-British. We shall never forget 
the great days of the Balfour Declaration; nor the 
first precursors of Zionism who arose among the 
British people long before the Balfour Declaration. 
We shall certainly not forget figures like Wedg- 
wood, Mrs. Dugdale, Sir Wyndham Deedes, General 
Wingate, our comrade Middleton, Duff Cooper, 
and many, many others. 

We cannot permit ourselves to forget that we 
are engaged in a political struggle and that such a 
struggle is different in kind from a military cam- 
paign. In a battle all relations with the enemy are 
broken, except at the point of a gun. The objective 
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of a military campaign is to vanquish the opponent, 
and this is the purpose of all its tactics. It is not 
the purpose of a political campaign. In such a cam- 
paign not only have we no interest in breaking 
relations, but on the contrary we are interested in 
more and closer relations in so far as this is at all 
possible in the light of our strength and in consider- 
ation of our honor. As long as we are engaged in 
this political effort, we shall not neglect any oppor- 
tunity of attacking in the forum of public opinion, 
the policy officially accepted, or of leading the gov- 
ernment to question their own policy and particu- 
larly their willingness and ability to follow it to its 
logical end. 

If this is our situation—and it is not such a sad 
situation; one could conceive of worse—then we 
must follow a complicated path. Our policy cannot 
be a simple one. We must do everything possible 
not to appear to be what we are not—foes of Eng- 
land. There are complications of two sorts in such 
an attitude. Under no circumstances can we give 
up essential positions or avoid vital controversies for 
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the sake of making “the right impression.” But this 
implies self-restraint, it implies constant exercise 
of judgment. We must not rely upon impulses, 
but upon political judgment. In the light of 
such judgment, opposition must be firm and 
uncompromising on certain matters; but it should 
also counsel us to avoid reckless words and acts. 
I do not say that we have sinned much in this re- 
spect, yet I am not sure that such judgment has 
been constantly exercised by all of us. 


In politics, not good intentions but the result and 
the impression are decisive. Everything spoken or 
written by one of us should take this into account,— 
of course not as the sole consideration. What we 
say and write should first of all express the truth 
of our convictions; but the form of expression must 
always be guided by good judgment so long as we 
are engaged in a political campaign. Even after we 
shall have achieved great things, we will have much 
to do in this part of the world with Great Britain, 
and we will still need good and mature judgment. 


PASSOVER — 1944 


by Kadya Molodovska 


ONIGHT IS PASSOVER; the moon is full. 

Twelve plates are on the table, but the chairs 
Wait empty. 
They did not come. They fell along the way 
Fleeing for shelter to some hiding place, 
Or else—who knows—the wolves tore them apart. 


Enter, Elijah; do not take it ill 

Because my chair shakes strangely back and forth. 

I am not drunk—I sit upon a chair 

Fashioned of grief, charred embers, splintered wood, 
And so it shakes without my wish or will. 


The door is open; you are in the room. 

I know your presence by the ancient sign: 
A silver vapor rises from yout cup, 

And, slowly, low and lower sinks the wine. 


But all those other glasses stand untouched. 
Full to the brim, they awe and terrify; 
Never shone glass with such a dreadful light. 
Elijah, lean upon my shaking chair, 

And lead the sorrow-seder of this night. 


Your garment grows more visible and bright. 
Soon I will see you in your majesty. 

I am accustomed now for many a month 

To welcome shadowy visitors who come 
Each evening to my home. 


They come whenever I dare close my eyes. 
My heart grows hard with pain. 
Elijah, lift your hand; appear in power, 


And in this hallowed hour 
Now prophesy of them. 


They are not dry bones lying in a vale. 
Their wounds are fresh; their agony is near. 
Now prophesy of them who did not come 
To sit beside us at the seder here. 


“Pour out Thy wrath”—we know the words by heart. 
“Avenge Thy people, God”—we pray each year. 
Elijah, succor us who grieve. 

It is the hour, the eve. 

Bring tidings, speak 

The promise of the Lord. 

Foretell 

The plague, 

The pestilence, 

The sword. 


The table lengthens and grows wide. 

They have come in. They sit on every side, 
Come to demand the keeping of the vow. 
All, all are with us now. 


Who of us is the living, who the dead— 
We, saved by chance, or they? 

We sit together now and wait the oath. 
Elijah, celebrate 

A seder for us both. 


Translated from the Yiddish 
BY MARIE SYRKIN 
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A Catholic View of the Crucifixion 


by Jacques Maritain 


EAR Mr. GREENBERG: 


I thank you cordially for having sent me your 
moving and inspiring “Letter to a Christian Minis- 
ter.” Not only did I read it with the keenest interest, 
but I greatly admire the way in which you have ex- 
pressed the Christian understanding of the mystery 
of Christ’s crucifixion by God’s people. I cannot help 
thinking that in the very fact that a Jewish scholar, 
acquainted with the purest and deepest insights of his 
tradition, has come “from the outside” to such a 
grasp of the Christian point of view, there is an in- 
valuable sign of the kinship between the Christian 
spirit and the Jewish spirit. In any case, for a Chris- 
tian aware of the significance of his own creed, 
Christ’s condemnation and death are a divine mys- 
tery, the most awesome irruption of God’s secret pur- 
poses into human history, a mystery which can be 
looked at only in the light of supernatural faith, and 
you are perfectly right in stating that “as long as your 
pupils will think of this problem in terms of a lynch- 
ing party or of a judicial frameup, they will remain 
on a low, non-metaphysical plane that has nothing to 
do with Christianity.” 


Precisely because I am so profoundly in agreement 
with you on the fundamentals'of the question, I think 
you will allow me to add a few remarks. And first, a 
criticism: the expression of tragic guilt is only an ap- 
proximative and deficient one, for it deals with the 
basic concept of fatality. Now from the Christian 
outlook (as well as from the outlook of the Old Tes- 
tament) guilt is not fatal. It is involved in the un- 
breakable plan of eternal wisdom, yet human free- 
dom stays real«under the will of God, and does freely 
the good which God has eternally decided to prede- 
termine, the evil which He has eternally decided to 
permit. (In the same way, Christ did not choose 
Judas as the betrayer. He knew those He had chosen 
—the Greek text uses the plural, John XIII, 18. 
“I speak not of you all. I know (those) whom I have 
chosen.” Judas was not among them, he was known 
as the non-chosen.) Nowhere than in the condem- 
nation of Christ did the exercise of human freedom 
appear more overwhelmingly commanded by the 
transcendent power and foredetermining mercy of 





In view of the current discussion on the anti-Semitic 
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God, in a way infinitely more pathetic than Greek 
tragic fatality, and which made Paul bend his knees 
in adoration. Yet freedom and responsibility re- 
mained, and therefore, guilt. 


This guilt was that of a few persons, the princes 
of the priests, and, to a certain extent, the mob of 
those days, blinded and cruel as the killers of the 
prophets had been. The Christian, knowing that 
Christ is the Second Person of the divine Trinity, 
has good reason to call this guilt a crime of deicide: 
it was so in fact. But it was not so with regard to 
the conscience of the judges: if they had known He 
was the Son of God, they would not have con- 
demned Him, for their fault was essentially lack of 
faith and blindness of the heart, they did not recog- 
nize the One whom the prophets had announced. 
At this point, Christian teachers should emphasize 
the saying of St. Peter: “I know that ye did it in 
ignorance, as did also your rulers,” (Acts, III, 17) 
as well as word of Jesus on His cross: “They know 
not what they do.” 


Moreover, it is obvious, when we read the Acts 
and St. Paul’s Epistles, that the apostles’ re- 
proach to the Jews was not so much the crucifixion 
as their failure to believe in that very Christ whom 
their priests had crucified, and who had risen from 
the dead. Their reproaches to the Jews were no 
more antisemitic—and no less vehement—than 
those of Moses. 


Now here takes place, from the Christian point 
of view, another mystery, the mystery of the soli- 
darity of Israel as a people with its spiritual leaders, 
the fault of whom the people were to pay for during 
centuries. For the people of Israel is a corpus mys- 
ticum, a Church-nation. The Christian believes that 
by reason of this paramount of all clerical crimes— 
the blindness of their spiritual leaders—Israel failed 
in its mission, and the Jews were deprived of the 
actual exercise of their privileges, and were aban- 
doned to the world, and will remain thus dispos- 
sessed as long as they do not believe, in their cruci- 
fied Messiah: the ordeals suffered by a nation as a 
result of the faults of their political leaders is but 
a weak and watered-down image of such solidarity. 
Here, in the eyes of a Christian, it is with the spirit- 
ual misstep of a consecrated people, and with the 
consequences inevitably involved, that we are con- 
fronted. And because God is the supreme ruler of 
human history, such consequences—the temporary 
dispossession of Israel—may be viewed in the line 
of those “chastisements” which God never spared 
His beloved people. Yet this concept is only valid 
from the highest metaphysical and transcendent 
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standpoint, and divine punishment is only the nor- 
mal, mysterious fructification of human deeds, and 
the patience of God waiting for man’s return. Not 
only must we point out, as you rightly do, that every 
Jew of today is as innocent of the murder of Christ 
as every Catholic of today is of the murder of Jeanne 
d’Arc or the imprisonment of Galileo. But over and 
above all it must be stated that those who want to 
“punish” the Jews, who are in the hands of their 
and our God, for the murder of Golgotha, make 
themselves guilty of blasphemy and sacrilege; they 
stupidly encroach for the sake of their own human 
wickedness upon the hidden purposes of God, they 
flaunt the love with which He waits for His people, 
they offend with their bloody hands eternal wisdo 

itself. 


At this point we must observe that certain rheto- 
rical commonplaces,—such as the expression “the 
deicide race,’—which have been used for centuries 
in the vocabulary of Christian Gentiles, perhaps 
through some antisemitic motive, perhaps by mere 
coarseness of thought, are pregnant in any case with 
antisemitic potentialities, which may burst out into 
the worst feelings in the poisonous atmosphere of 
our day. Christian teachers have a duty to rule out 
such expressions which are definitely nonsense, as 
well as to purify carefully their language from simi- 
lar improprieties due to human and gentile thought- 
lessness. fies 


Who killed Christ? The Jews? The Romans? I 
have killed him, I am killing him every day through 
my sins. There is no other Christian answer: since 
He died voluntarily for my sins, and to exhaust the 
justice of God upon Himself. Jews, Romans, exe- 
cutioners, all were but instruments, free and pitiable 
instruments, of His will to redemption and sacrifice. 
That is what Christian teachers ought to inculcate 
to their pupils. Shall we look for the deepest im- 
pulse for that monstrosity—Christians who are 
antisemites? They are seeking an alibi for their 
innermost sense of guilt, for the death of Christ 
from which they want to clear themselves,—but if 
Christ did not die for their sins, do they not flee 
from the mercy of Christ? In reality do they not 
want not to be redeemed? Here is the most secret 
and vicious root by virtue of which antisemitism 
dechristianizes Christians, and leads them to pa- 
ganism. 


The golden rule of Christian teaching in this 
matter is perfectly simple: one need only stick to 
St. Paul. St. Paul has been especially commissioned 
to convey to us the enlightenment of divine inspira- 
tion, the views of our God on that subject; it is a 
shame that so many Christians do not know the 
statements of the Apostle of the Gentiles. Never 
did I realize so acutely the essentially antichristian 
madness of antisemitism than in preparing a book 
on St. Paul and gathering together his texts on the 
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mystery of Israel. St. Paul teaches that “the gifts 
and the call of God are without repentance,” so that 
the people of Israel continue “ever beloved because 
of their fathers,” (Rom. XI, 28). He would wish 
to be anathema himself from Christ on behalf of 
his brethren, “my kinsmen according to the flesh, 
who are Israelites, whose is the adoption and the 
glory and the covenants and the legislation and the 
liturgy and the promises, who are the fathers, and 
of whom is Christ according to the flesh,” (Rom. 
XI, 3-5). 


“I say, then, have they stumbled to their fall? 
Heaven forbid! But by their lapse salvation is to 
come to the Gentiles that the latter may ‘rouse them 
to jealousy.’ And if their misstep is the riches of 
of the world, and their diminution the riches of the 
Gentiles, how much more their fulness?” (non con- 
versio, sed plenitudo, not conversion, but fulness; 
Cornelius a Lapide, the famous commentator, 
stresses this point). 


“If their dispossession hath been the reconcilia- 
tion of the world, what will the reintegration of 
them be but life from the dead? ... If thou hast 
been cast off from that which is by nature a wild 
olive tree, and hast been grafted contrary to nature, 
into the good olive tree, how more shall these, the 
natural branches, be grafted back into their own 
olive tree! For I would not have you ignorant, 
brethren, of this mystery (lest ye be wise in your 
own conceits), that hardening in part has happeried 
in Israel, until the fulness of the Gentiles be entered 
in; and thus all Israel shall be saved, according as 
it is written. . . Just as yourselves at one time dis- 
obeyed God, but now have found mercy through 
their disobedience, so they too have now disobeyed 
through the mercy shown to you, in order that they 
too, as it is, may find mercy. For God hath im- 
prisoned all alike in disobedience, in order that he 
may have mercy on all. O the depths of the riches 
and of the wisdom and of the knowledge of God! 
How inscrutable are his judgments, and how un- 
traceable his ways!” (Rom. XI, 11-33). 


That is the genuine Christian view, the only gen- 
uine Christian view, of the mystery of Christ’s 
rejection by the chosen people. It is in this light, 
and with feelings of brotherly love for the branches 
of the olive tree of which Christian Gentiles have 
been made part, that the drama of the crucifixion 
should be told by Christian teachers. St. Paul goes 
on to say: “For Christ is our peace, he that hath 
made both one, and hath broken down the dividing 
barrier of enmity. He hath brought to naught in 
his flesh the law of commandments framed in de- 
crees, that in himself he might create of the two 
(the Jew and the Gentile) one new man, and make 
peace and reconcile both in one body to God 
through the cross, slaying by means thereof their 
enmity.” (Ephes. II, 14-16). 
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Why Russia Fights 


by Hayim Greenberg 


ORTUNATELY for the world, the Soviet Un- 

ion disappointed those “experts” who had long 
predicted a catastrophic defeat for the Russian Army 
in case of any conflict with a major foe. It is true 
that the Soviet armies were not able to prevent the 
Nazis from occupying, for a considerable length of 
time, vital parts of the Soviet Union. But over a pe- 
riod of more than three years of fighting, they were 
able to defend their positions under extremely severe 
attack and to prepare that sweeping offensive which 
has called forth the well-grounded respect and ad- 
miration of the world. 

What explains this power of the Soviet Union? 
From what sources do so many millions of people 
derive their “morale”? Three things were needed in 
order to endure three years of total war with Nazi 
Germany with their untold loss of life and then on 
the fourth year be able to mount so strong an offen- 
sive: a highly qualified staff of commanders, large 
scale technical facilities for speedy production 
(lend-lease by all accounts would not have been 
enough), a well disciplined army, and a people 
prepared for almost super-human sacrifice. Good 
generals, large and well equipped factories, and a 
fifst class modern army, important as they may be 
in themselves, would not have been sufficient to 
wage successful war against so powerful and ruth- 
less a foe as Nazi Germany. Only a high level of 
morale in the army and a sacrificial spirit of the 
civilian population could make possible the expul- 
sion of the foe from the large areas which he oc- 
cupied. 

It is evident that Hitler’s plans calculated on a 
disloyal, apathetic people, and upon certain groups 
being ready to welcome the Germans as their “liber- 
ators” from the Bolshevik yoke. It does not stand 
to reason that the Nazis, with their ramified and 
efficent espionage system, were not fully informed 
about the state of Russia’s military and techno- 
logical preparation for war. Their mistake was in 
the illusion that the Russian people would not stand 
the test of war, that they had not the stamina or 
the endurance for it, and were lacking in true patri- 
otism and loyalty to the regime. They expected to 
find millions of little Quislings, who would will- 
ingly admit the devil himself, if only they could be 
rid of their “detested regime.” 

Where then did the Soviet peoples get that hero- 
ism which, it may be, neither friend nor foe have 
yet fully appreciated? There are only three possible 
answers to this question: First, the Soviet citizens 
are defending, in the present war, the Revolution, 
the Bolshevik regime, the structure of Soviet society; 
second, that the central motive which has made 


possible the countless sacrifices of the Soviet peoples 
is simply patriotism, independent of the nature of 
the regime ruling the country; third, that for the 
Soviet peoples there is no longer any difference be- 
tween patriotism in the accepted sense and loyalty 
to the revolution, both of these. having merged in 
a single allegiance. 
* * * 


There is of course no method of determining with 
any accuracy to what extent each of these three 
possible motives may be responsible for the power 
of Russian resistance. Speaking superficially, it is 
clear that there are a few million people in Russia 
whose personal welfare and social position is inti- 
mately connected with the integrity of the Union 
and the persistence of the Soviet regime. A military 
defeat would have wiped them off the earth, for 
these people are personally involved with the gov- 
ernmental and economic structure of the present 
system in Russia. That group undoubtedly is fight- 
ing not merely for the Fatherland, but also “for the 
revolution” in the sense in which that term is inter- 
preted by them. 


There is, also, no doubt a substantial stratum of 
the population which, although not enjoying the 
privileged position of Soviet officialdom, is prepared 
for sacrifices, not on behalf of their positions under 
the regime but of the regime itself. In all sincerity 
those groups are ready to overlook faults in the 
system, the numerous “little defects of the mechan- 
ism,” because of what they consider its much greater 
and more numerous merits. They regard the social 
and political structure of the Soviet Union as a 
system of values, which deserve to be defended and 
are worth sacrificing oneself for. It is inconceivable 
that those ideals of reconstruction which played so 
great a part in the revolutionary upheaval of 1917 
should have been completely lost in recent years. 
It is quite likely that there are certain groups in 
the population for whom the present war is, both 
ideologically and emotionally, a continuation of 
the Revolution, a new phase in the evolution of 
what they describe as their Socialist Fatherland. 


But what are the motives of the mass of the peo- 
ple, those nameless millions of Soviet citizens with- 
out whose loyalty and stoic endurance the war 
would long have been lost? In order to answer this 
question, we have no better authorities than those 
Russian authors, journalists, and artists who “make” 
public opinion in Soviet Russia, and the much 
smaller group who enact laws and issue regulations. 
They have their own ways of estimating popular 
attitudes, which cannot be available to us here. By 
the methods they use and the emotional appeals 
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which they find most suitable in fortifying public 
morale, we can judge the values on behalf of which 
Soviet citizens are willing to sacrifice their lives. 

* * * 

It is no accident that the dominant motive in the 
home-front propaganda of the Soviet Union is not 
Communist but patriotic. It is not merely a question 
of making nationalism permissible, but of accentu- 
ating and cultivating it as the chief reliance of the 
State in fostering loyalty. How, for example, does 
so famous and outstanding a Soviet writer as V. 
Ivanov express his attitude toward the war? 

“I am a Russian, My Fatherland stretches from the 
White Sea to the Pacific Ocean. My forefathers marched 
across those steppes and forests under the leadership of 
Yermak (the conqueror of Siberia). My forefathers 
are they who fought in the ranks under Peter the Great. 
Their Cossack steeds drank from the waters of the 
Rhine. It was their standards which waved over the 
streets of Berlin. It was they who defended the Father- 
land shoulder to shoulder upon the field of Borodino. 
It was my forefathers from whom Napoleon fled in 
panic, leaving his weapons behind.” 

These are reminiscences of Russian national his- 
tory, patriotic identification with past generations 
with never a hint of any Soviet or Communist mo- 
tifs. 

Or let us see how another Soviet writer, Vladimir 
Lidin, speaks of Moscow in October 1941: 

“A bleak autumnal sky has descended upon our city. 
Moscow! city of hope, city of glory! . . . In Moscow 
there are still houses which bear witness to 1812. How 
proud I feel in these days to be a Muscovite, a native of 
this beloved city, a son of my country, my Fatherland.” 

Vladimir Lidin is far from being an old man, 
and for twenty three years, from 1918 to 1941, his 
City was the capital of the Soviet Union, the seat 
of Lenin and Stalin, the laboratory of the Revolu- 
tion, the Mecca of world Communism. But all this 
has suddenly disappeared and Moscow has been 
transformed for him into the sacred Mother-City of 
1812, the source of Russian national pride and 
glory. 

Let us take a song which is very popular in the 
army and was published in Krasnaya Zvezda (The 
Red Star) some time ago. Freely translated it would 
run as follows: 

“No sooner had the flames encompassed Rus- 


Stan soil 

Than in the good old Russian way 

We saw our comrades die with bared 
breasts .. . 


“Because it has been granted me to fight upon 
it, (Russian soil) 

Because a Russian mother brought me into the 
world, 

Because a Russian woman in the Russian man- 
ner 


Embraced me three times on my way to war.” 
Here too it is the Russian element which is em- 
phasized, perhaps over-emphasized, not the proletar- 
ian, or the Soviet, or the Communist motive. These 
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are not mentioned at all. Even more significant 
perhaps is a story by L. Ouspenski which was pub- 
lished in Znamya: 

A volunteer appears at an army camp composed of 
soldiers and partisans. He came originally from 
around Pskov, although he had lived for twenty 
years outside the Soviet Union, in Estonia. The 
writer describes him “as a man of the forest,” 
highly individualistic in character. He had no 
respect for authority and carried a crucifix around 
his neck. Plainly, not a real Soviet type. What 
brought him to the partisans? He was a Russtan, 
he said, from Pskov, and that in itself was enough. 
The others regarded him with suspicion, but the 
chief, Commander Savich, felt intuitively that he 
was a valuable person; and in fact he turned out 
to be a very useful scout. 

We find the same insistence, that patriotic mo- 
tives are self-explanatory and self evident, in a poem 
by Constantin Simonoyv, entitled “A Letter from a Red 
Army Man to His Friend,” which has recently be- 
come a popular song in Russia. In this poem we 
find such lines as these: 

“The roads upon which our forefathers marched 

before us,” and 

“The ranks of chaste crosses upon Russian graves” 

In some of the newest stories one can even detect 
quite open criticism of Communists, for which only 
a few years ago one would have had to pay a heavy 
price. In B. Gorbatov’s story “Taras’ Family,” Taras 
tells his son Stepan how the Communist Ziplakov 
buried his Communist membership card during the 
days of the German occupation and “temporarily” 
accepted a position under the Nazis. He tells further 
how certain “activists” proved to be cowards and 
men without character, and how, on the other hand, 
a modest, reserved maiden Klava went to her death 
fearlessly, crying, “The people cannot die!” Stepan 
later met Ignat, starosta (Elder) of the village. 
Ignat had always been known in the town as the 
Niesoglasny (the non-conformist). He was a stub- 
born and recalcitrant peasant, who had fought for 
six years against becoming a member of the col- 
lective farm, one of the few who preferred to eke 
out a living on his own patch of soil. Under the 
Germans he was designated starosta: the Nazis con- 
sidered him a natural enemy of the regime. But he 
accepted the position only at the insistence of the 
collective farmers, who begged him with tears in 
their eyes to use his position of trust in order to 
prevent their common property from being looted. 
Stepan heard the story of how that “class enemy” 
Ignat, in his absence, saved the property of that very 
Kolkhoz which he refused to join, how he endured 
the worst tortures the Germans could conceive; and 
the Communist “activist” found himself uttering 
the following condemnation against himself: “You 
bureaucrat! You man of ink who had no confidence 
in his people! But he—he is the people, unyielding 
and mighty!” 





sr ne ein at 


ee 





18 


Gorbatov throws a new light on even the Com- 
munist youth, and it is astounding how openly critical 
he is. Taras’s daughter Nastia, the “poet” Pavlik, 
and other boys and girls of the same age had, of 
course, never known anything but Soviet life. Yet 
it is Pavlik who admits that “they all entered the 
Komsomol (the League of Communist Youth) pain- 
lessly, without heart-searching or true conviction; it 
was a mere transition from red kerchiefs to Kom- 
somol neckties.” But the catastrophe came, and each 
one found himself “alone with his conscience.” 
(Strange that Communist education had not created 
a collective conscience for them.) The day came 
when they had to think about the soul, a subject they 
had heard nothing about in school. “I had no idea 
whether I possessed such a thing as a soul. But 
when blood began to flow, I suddenly heard its 
voice.” He complained that until that time he had 
hardly ever been by himself—‘“we even went to the 
movies collectively.” Thus, there had never been 
any opportunity for casting up one’s inner, personal 
accounts. “But now,” he concludes, “I am no longer 
the Komsomolist I once was: I am capable of 
dying for my creed.” 

* * * 

We find the same tone and accent in journalism, 
belles lettres, and poetry. The same emphatic “Rus- 
sianism,” the identification with the historic roots 
and national tradition are no less marked in the 
theatre. The Kammerny Theatre is producing 
Ozerov’s eighteenth century patriotic piece glorifying 
the Grand Duke Dimitri Donskoi; the Moscow Art 
Theatre is drawing large audiences with its produc- 
tion of Bulgakov’s “The Last Days,” a play about 
Pushkin; and the Theatre of the Revolution is offer- 
ing the public not so much spectacles of a revolu- 
tionary or Communist character as outspokenly na- 
tionalistic pieces—for instance, Gus and Finn’s pa- 
triotic play “The Keys of Berlin’—referring to the 
keys which were surrendered to the victorious Rus- 
sian forces (in the eighteenth century) when they 


entered the Prussian capital. 
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The opera “Battle on Ice” dramatizes the defeat 
of the Teuton knights in 1242 by the Russians under 
Alexander Nevsky; Vasilenko’s “Souvorov” is the 
glorification of the famous eighteenth century gen- 
eral; Prokofieff’s “1812” is based on the “Fatherland 
War” against Napoleon, as described by Tolstoy in 
War and Peace; “Revolutionary” spirit is mani- 
fesed by spectacles like Marion Koval’s “Pugachev,” 
whose hero was the leader of a rebellion in the days 
of Catherine II. The recent past, the heroic episodes 
of 1905, the revolutionary pathos of 1917 and the 
civil war, have receded into background. Sergei 
Eisenstein who became famous through his movie 
“Potemkin,” recounting the sailors’ rebellion of 1905, 
has now undertaken an ambitious work on the six- 
teenth century figure of Ivan the Terrible. Even the 
repertory of foreign plays is significantly dominated 
by militant, patriotic motives. It is not mere chance 
that Schiller’s “William Tell” is so popular today in 
Russia: The historic struggle of those old Swiss 
heroes against foreign oppressors can serve an ob- 
vious purpose in stimulating deeds of Russian patri- 
otism in the present war. 

The Soviet censorship has significantly relaxed 
its restrictions particularly with respect to literature. 
“Relaxed the restrictions” is hardly the proper ex- 
pression. The hyper-accentuation of Russian parti- 
otism results rather from what the Russians call 
Sozialni Zakaz—a social assignment. The state 
publishing houses and magazines, as well as the 
theatres and cinema directors encourage and “assign” 
subjects for books, plays, scenarios interpreting the 
present war in a patriotic, and frequently an ex- 
tremely nationalistic, spirit. No further proof is 
needed that in the opinion of the political and intel- 
lectural leaders of the Soviet Union this is the source 
of popular fighting spirit and this impulse to battle 
can be most usefully drawn upon. 

An apt symbol of popular sentiment may perhaps 
be found in a phrase used by Pavel Nilin in a 
novelette entitled The Way of Life which has made 
a strong impression in Russia. Mitya Popov, his 
hero, a volunteer from Moscow, says that he is pre- 
pared to sacrifice his life “for Russia under the name 
of the Soviet Union.” The Soviet Union is the mere 
title, the outer shell; the kernel is Russia, and for 
Russia, Nilin believes, the Mitya Popovs are ready to 
shed blood and to sacrifice their lives. 

As Ilya Ehrenburg put it: 

“Some say (that they fight) ‘for the Soviet Union’ 
others, ‘for Russia’, still others ‘for the Altai Mountains’, 
or for ‘our town Russki Brod’, and some ‘for Natasha.’ 
But all of them feel one and the same thing: Through 


this fearsome summer they will defend their country 
and their flesh and blood from the German beasts.” 


In short, whatever additional political or revolu- 
tionary motives Soviet citizens may have, there is a 
single fundamental motive which unites the whole 
people in the war: the defense of the Fatherland and 
the awareness that the enemy’s aim is not merely to 
overthrow the present regime, but to destroy Russia. 
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One cannot make a reasonable evaluation of the 
political or social institutions of any country simply 
according to whether or not the people is willing 
to make heavy sacrifices in time of war. If anyone 
claims that it was only the Bolshevik education, 
the values and structure of the Soviet regime which 
could inspire such devotion, he must be prepared 
to answer a number of extremely embarrassing ques- 
tions. Where did the German army and people get 
their fanactical “idealism,” their stubborn heroism 
and loyalty? It would be stupid to suggest that the 
Germans held out with unbroken morale after so 
many setbacks in Africa, Italy, France, and in the 
East, only because of Gestapo terrorism. The Rus- 
sian army is not a debating society either, and it does 
not reach its decisions by majority vote. It functions 
under a very severe code of discipline, and “cam- 
eraderie” between officers and men in the ranks is 
forbidden on pain of severe punishment. “Any easy 
going officer,” writes Krasnaya Zvezda, “can buy pop- 
ularity very cheaply. An officer who tries to ingrati- 
ate himself with his subordinates by soft treatment 
is of no use to the army. Anyone who hasn’t the 
courage to punish a soldier for breach of discipline is 
not an officer but a dish rag.” Ordering an inade- 
quate punishment is itself subject to a severe penalty. 
Yet it would be the height of nonsense to suppose 
that Soviet victories and the endurance of the Soviet 
armies were merely a result of regimentation and 
terror. In the same way the German armies with- 
stood fearful losses for certain other reasons in addi- 
tion to the loaded revolvers which the Gestapo keeps 
pointed at their backs. 


The Japanese army, yields to no other army in 
the world with respect to “idealism,” and the civilian 
population has also displayed excellent morale, great 
stamina and loyalty. When Japan will have been 
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brought to its knees, as we all expect, it will not be 
because of softness in the army or unwillingness 
among the civilian population to stand suffering. 
Should we conclude because of this that the cult of 
the Mikado is intrinsically excellent, or that Shin- 
toism is a higher religion than Christianity or Chinese 
Buddhism or Confucianism? Are we to believe that 
the chauvinism and aggressive imperialism upon 
which the last two Japanese generations have been 
reared not only contributes to military success but 
is a social and ethical achievement of intrinsic worth? 

We have made the comparison between German 
and Japanese militarism and the Soviet regime 
only, so to speak, for methodological purposes and 
not in order to suggest that they could be considered 
as on the same moral plane. The only conclusion 
which we may draw is a very simple one: The fact 
that an army or even a whole nation shows itself 
to be heroic is not always proof that its political 
regime deserves our admiration, or even that it is 
for the sake of that regime that the-people is willing 
to die. 

Throughout Russian history the mass of the peo- 
ple has shown itself prepared to fight and to die in 
defense of its native soil, notwithstanding the fact 
that frequently enough it had to fight under the 
leadership of rulers who were scarcely beloved. The 
Russian people bitterly hated Ivan the Terrible, and 
yet for him it fought and conquered the vast Volga 
Basin and the far stretches of Siberia. Peter the 
Great, too, was no favorite of the people, but the 
common people of Russia gave up their lives for 
him in defense of the Fatherland. It is the same 
common people and their patriotic zeal which is 
the secret of the greatness of the Russian army in 
its three years of mortal struggle against Nazi 
Germany. 


DIGEST OF THE MONTH 


em MOM Ry NAL. BReedeckxeenstetxy nnn 


“WE POLISH JEWS” 


up and learned; because it was in 
Poland that I was happy and unhappy; 
because from exile it is to Poland that 


In the July issue of Free World, 
Julian Tuwim, celebrated Polish 
poet, has published the follow- 
ing credo: 


I am a Pole because I want to be. 
It’s nobody’s business but my own. I 
certainly have not the slightest inten- 
tion of rendering account, explaining, 
or justifying it to anyone. I do not 
divide Poles into pure-stock Poles and 
alien-stock Poles. I leave such clas- 
sification to pure and alien-stock ad- 
vocates of racialism, to domestic and 
foreign Nazis. I divide Poles just as 
I divide Jews and all other nations 


into the intelligent and the fools, the 
honest and the dishonest, the brilliant 
and the dull-witted, the exploited and 
the exploiters, gentlemen and cads. 
If, however, it comes to explaining 
my nationality, or rather my sense of 
national belonging, then I am a Pole 
for the most simple, almost primitive 
reasons. Mostly rational, partly irra- 
tional, but devoid of any “mystical” 
flourishes. To be a Pole is neither 
an honor nor a glory nor a privilege. 
It is like breathing. I have not yet 
met a man who is proud of breathing. 
I am a Pole because it was in Poland 
that I was born and bred, that I grew 


I want to return, even though I were 
promised the joys of paradise else- 
where, ... 

A Pole—because I have been told so 
in Polish in my own paternal home, 
because since infancy I have been nur- 
tured in the Polish tongue; because my 
mother taught me Polish songs and 
Polish rhymes; because when poetry 
first seized me, it was in Polish words 
that it burst forth; because what in my 
life became paramount—poetical crea- 
tion—would be unthinkable in any 
other tongue no matter how fluent I 
might become in it... . 
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A Pole—also because the birch and 
the willow are closer to my heart than 
palms and citrus trees, and Mickiewicz 
and Chopin dearer than Shakespeare 
and Beethoven. Dearer for reasons 
which again I'd be at a loss to ex- 
plain. ... 

Above all a Pole—because I want to 


* * * 


“All right,” someone will say, 
“granted you are a Pole. But in that 
case, why ‘we Jews?” To which I an- 
swer: “Because of blood.” “Then racial- 
ism again?” No, not racialism at all. 
Quite the contrary. 

There are two kinds of blood: that 
inside of veins, and that which spurts 
from them. The first is the sap of the 
body, and as such comes under the 
realm of physiologists. Whoever attrib- 
utes to this blood any other than bio- 
logical characteristics and powers will 
in consequence, as we have seen, turn 
towns into smoking ruins, will 
slaughter millions of people, and at 
last, as we shall yet see, bring carnage 
upon his own kin. 

The other kind of blood is the same 
blood but spilled by this gang-leader of 
international Fascism to testify to the 
triumph of his gore over mine, the 
blood of millions of murdered inno- 
cents, a blood not hidden in arteries 
but revealed to the world. Never since 
the dawn of mankind has there been 
such a flood of martyr blood, and the 
blood of Jews (not Jewish blood, 
mind you) flows in widest and deepest 
streams. Already its blackening rivu- 
lets are flowing together into a tem- 
pestuous river. And it is in this new 
Jordan that I beg to receive the bap- 
tism of baptisms; the bloody, burning, 
martyred brotherhood of Jews. 

Take me, my brethren, into that 
glorious bond of Innocently Shed 
Blood. To that community, to that 
church I want to belong from now on. 

Let that high rank—the rank of the 
Jew Doloris Causa—be bestowed upon 
a Polish poet by the nation which pro- 
duced him. Not for my merit, for I 
can claim none in your eyes. I will 
consider it a promotion and the high- 
est award for those few Polish poems 
which may survive me and will be con- 
nected with the memory of my name 
—the name of a Polish Jew. 

Upon the armbands which you wore 
in the ghetto the star of David was 
painted. I believe in a future Poland 
in which that star of your armbands 
will become the highest order be- 
stowed upon the bravest among Polish 
officers and soldiers. They will wear it 
proudly upon their breasts next to the 
old Virtuti Militari. There also will be 
a Cross of the Ghetto—a deeply sym- 
bolic name. There will be the Order of 
the Yellow Patch, denoting more merit 


than many a present tinsel. And there 
shall be in Warsaw and in every other 
Polish city some fragment of the 
ghetto left standing and preserved in 
its present form in all its horror of 
ruin and destruction. .. . 

There we will lead our children, and 
tell them of the most monstrous mar- 
tyrdom of people known to the history 
of mankind. And in the center of this 
monument, its tragedy enhanced by 
the rebuilt magnificence of the sur- 
rounding city, there will burn an eter- 
nal fire. Passersby will uncover their 
heads before it. 

And those who are Christians will 
cross themselves. 

Thus it will be with pride, mournful 
pride, that we shall count ourselves of 
that glorious rank which will outshine 
all others—the rank of the Polish Jew, 
we who by miracle or by chance have 
remained alive. With pride? Let us 
rather say: with contrition and gnaw- 
ing shame. For it was bestowed upon 
us for the sake of your torment, your 
glory, Redeemers; 

... And so perhaps I should not say 
“we Polish Jews,” but “we ghosts, we 
shadows of our slaughtered brethren, 
the Polish Jews.” . . 

We Polish Jews.... We, everliving, 
who have perished in the ghettos and 
camps, and we ghosts who, from across 
seas and oceans, will some day return 
to the homeland and haunt the ruins 
in our unscarred bodies and our wret- 
ched, presumably spared souls. 

We, the truth of the graves, and we, 
the illusion of living; we, millions of 
corpses and we, a few, perhaps a score 
of thousands of quasi non-corpses; we, 
that boundless brotherly tomb, we, a 
Jewish burial ground such as was 
never seen before and will never be 
seen again. 

We, suffocated in gas-chambers and 
turned into soap—a soap that will not 
wash clean the stains of our blood nor 
the stigma of the sin the world has 
perpetrated upon us. 

We, whose brains spattered upon 
the walls of our miserable dwellings 
and the walls under which we were 
stood for mass execution solely because 
we were Jews. 

We, the Golgotha upon which an 
endless forest of crosses could be 
raised. We, who two thousand years 
ago gave humanity a Son of Man 
slaughtered by the Roman Empire, and 
this one innocent death was enough to 
make Him God. What religion will 
arise from millions of deaths, tortures, 
degradations and arms stretched wide 
in the last agony of despair? 

We Abies, we Kikes, we Sheenies 
whose names and nick-names will 
some day exceed in dignity those of 
Achilles, Boleslaus the Brave, and 
Richard Coeur-de-Lion. 
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We, once more in the catacombs, in 
the manholes under Warsaw pave- 
ments, splashing in the stink of sewers 
to the surprise of our companions— 
the rats. 

We, rifle in hand upon barricades, 
amidst the ruins of our homes bombed 
from the sky above; we—soldiers of 
honor and freedom. 

“Kike, go and fight!” He did, Gen- 
tlemen, and laid down his life for Po- 
land. 

We, who made a fortress of every 
threshold while house after house 
crashed about us. 

We, Polish Jews growing wild in 
forests, feeding our terrified children 
on roots and grass; we crawling, 
crouching, bedraggled and unkempt, 
armed with an antique shotgun ob- 
tained by some miraculous feat of beg- 
ging and bribing. 

“Have you heard the one about the 
Jewish gamekeeper? It’s a riot. The 
Jew fired, and by golly if he didn’t wet 
his pants from fright! Ha! Ha!” 

We, Jobs, we Niobes, mourning the 
loss of hundreds of thousands of our 
little ones. 

We, deep pits of broken, crushed 
bones and twisted, welted bodies; 

We—the scream of pain! A scream 
so shrill that the most distant ages 
shall hear it. We—the Lament, the 
Howl, we—the Choir chanting a sep- 
ulchral El Mole Rachamim whose echo 
will be passed from one century to the 
next. 

We—history’s most glorious heap 
of bloody manure with which we have 
fertilized the Polish soil so that the 
bread of freedom may be sweeter for 
those who will survive us. 

We, the macabre remnants, we—the 
last of the Mohicans, the pitiful sur- 
vivors of slaughter whom some new 
Barnum may well exhibit throughout 
the world, proclaiming upon multi- 
colored billboards: “Super Show! The 
biggest sensation of the World! Gen- 
uine Polish Jews. Alive!” We, the 
Chamber of Horrors, Schreckenskam- 
mer, Chambre des Tortures! “Nervous 
persons better leave the audience!” 

We, who sit and weep upon the 
shores of distant rivers, as once we sat 
on the banks of Babylon. All over the 
world does Rachel bewail her children, 
and they are no more. On the banks of 
the Hudson, of the Thames, of the 
Euphrates and the Nile, of the Ganges 
and Jordan we wander, scattered and 
forlorn, crying: “Vistula! Vistula! 
Mother of ours! Grey Vistula turned 
rosy not with the rosiness of dawn but 
that of blood!” 

We, who will not even find the 
graves of our mothers and children, so 
deep are the layers, so widely spread 
all over the country in one huge burial 
ground. There will be no one sacred 
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plot upon which to lay our flowers; but 
even as a sower sows grain so shall we 
fling them in a wide gesture. And, one 
maybe will find the spot. 

We, Polish Jews. .. . We, the legend 
dripping with tears and blood. A 
legend, perhaps, fit only to be told in 
Biblical verses “graven with an iron 
pen and read in the rock forever” (Job 
XIX, 24). We—the Apocalyptical 
stage of history. We—Jeremiah’s La- 
mentations: 


... The young and the old lie on 
the ground in the streets: my virgins 
and my young men are fallen by the 
sword; thou hast slain them in the day 
of thine anger; thou hast killed, and 
not pitied.” ... 

... “They have cut off my life in the 
dungeon, and cast a stone upon me. 
Waters flowed over my head, then I 
said, I am'cut off! . . . I called upon 
thy name O Lord, out of the low 
dungeon . . . O Lord, thou hast seen 
my wrong: judge thou my cause... 
Render unto thea a recompense, O 
Lord, according to the work of their 
hands! Give them sorrow of heart, thy 
curse unto them. Persecute and destroy 
them in anger from under the heavens 
of the Lord!” (Jeremiah Lamentations, 
III). 

A huge and still growing ghost- 
skeleton looms over Europe. From his 
empty eye-sockets blazes the fire of 
dangerous wrath, and his fingers are 
clutched in a bony fist. It is He—our 
Leader, our Dictator who shall dictate 
our rights and our demands. 


THE PROBLEM OF JEWISH 
CHILDREN IN CHRISTIAN HOMES 
AND INSTITUTIONS 


A large number of Jewish children 
saved from the clutches of the Gestapo 
are being sheltered by friendly Chris- 
tian families or by Christian institu- 
tions—churches, convents, orphanages. 
What will happen when their parents 
return? What of those whose parents 
will never return? Will they be lost 
to the Jewish people? What legal 
problems are involved in their return? 

Mr. Boris Smolar raises these ques- 
tions in an article in the Jewish Daily 
Forward, on June 25. The problem 
will arise in France, in Italy, in 
Hungary, in Slovakia, in Poland. 

“Somewhere at a small railway sta- 
tion in Hungary two trains meet. One 
going to Poland, the other from Poland 
to Budapest. One carries Jewish fami- 
lies to Gestapo camps in Poland; the 
other carries free Christian passengers. 
...A Catholic nun puts her head out 
of the window. A Jewish mother 
with an infant in her arms looks out 
of the Jewish train and sees the nun. 
She opens the window of the train 
and examines the nun’s face more and 


more intently, wishing to remember 
it well... . The trains depart slowly 
in opposite directions. The Jewish 
mother takes a last look at her infant 
and throws it through the open win- 
dow straight into the nun’s hands. 

“The child is now in good hands— 
of that the unfortunate mother is 
certain. .. . But will the child remain 
Jewish? 

“Rome had over ten thousand Jews 
before the Nazis became masters 
there. Nearly half were deported to 
Germany and Poland. A great many 
of them left their children in Catholic 
hands. Will those parents ever see 
their children again? Will they re- 
main Jewish? Will not Catholic up- 
bringing leave its imprint on them for 
life? 

“Needless to say, Catholics did not 
take the children with the view of 
converting them, but were motivated 
by purely humanitarian feelings. They 
opened their homes to save Jewish 
children from Nazi hands, even risk- 
ing their own freedom in doing so. 

“Each year the children become 
more closely tied to the Catholic faith 
and more estranged from the faith of 
their parents. 

“In France many Jewish children 
have been secretly kept by priests and 
kind-hearted Christians. Many of those 
children have by now forgotten that 
they are Jewish. They do not remem- 
ber what their parents looked like. 


“Four years is a long time in a 
child’s life. Four years’ life in a Cath- 
olic religious atmosphere makes a tre- 
mendous difference in the child’s men- 
tality. This is especially true in the 
case of children who were three or 
four years old when they were taken 
away from their parents. 


“Jewish groups in France have been 
endeavoring as far as possible to keep 
lists of Jewish children taken into 
Christian institutions. Technically they 
may succeed in bringing the parents 
and the children together after the 
war. But will they be able to effect a 
spiritual union between the Jewish 
parents and their Christian children?” 


Complex legal problems may also 
arise after the war, with representa- 
tives of the Jewish faith and of the 
Catholic church taking opposite sides. 
Religious Jewry will demand the re- 
turn of the children entrusted to the 
Catholics—while the Catholic church 
will hesitate to send those children 
back to the Jewish fold. In countries 
such as Hungary and Slovakia the con- 
flict will also bear an economic char- 
acter. Thousands of Jews in Hungary 
today register their children as Cath- 
olics at the same time making them 
a deed of their property. When the 
war is over the parents will attempt 
to obtain the return not only of their 
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children but also of their property. 
But the children are minors and their 
property is under the supervision of 
the Catholic church. Some of these 
questions may have to be taken up 
with the Vatican authorities. 


ANTI-SEMITISM IN JAPAN 


ALBERT A. BRANDT, in the Spring 
issue of Menorah Journal, writes the 
following account of “Banzai Anti- 
Semitism: Hitler's Gift to Japan.” 
The Jews of Japan are not new- 

comers. Jewish traders across Asia 

arrived and settled in the land of the 

Rising Sun as early as the ninth cen- 

tury. Spanish, Portuguese, and espe- 

cially Dutch Jews came there in small 
numbers in the sixteenth century in 
the wake of the explorers. They settled 
in the port cities. Old families in 

Nagasaki descend from these economic 

pioneers. German Jews settled in 

Kobe, Tokyo and Yokohama after the 

1848 revolution, while the beginning 

of the twentieth century saw an influx 

of French, English, Syrian and Indian 

Jews. Krepel, in his book Juden und 

Judentum, mentions a small but flour- 

ishing Russian-Jewish community in 

Nagasaki in 1900. In Kobe a small 

colony of Sephardic Jews, immigrants 

from the Levant, prospered at the 
same time. 


After World War I, a large number 
of Russian Jews traveled to the United 
States via Vladivostok and Yokohama. 
Some of them, seeing good opportu- 
nities in Japan, settled down and added 
to the small community of Yoko- 
hama, which had diminished during 
the 1923 earthquake from around three 
hundred souls to seventy. In Tokyo, 
the capital, the permanent settlement 
had always been very small; most Jews 
there were transient representatives of 
foreign firms. At the beginning of the 
present war the largest native Japanese 
Jewish settlement was in Kobe, with 
approximately two hundred people. 

There had never been any signs of 
distinction between the native Jewish 
families and the Nipponese. Before 
the alliance of Japan with Hitler’s 
Reich, no trace of a Jewish question 
existed in the country. The Japanese 
Government early endorsed the Bal- 
four Declaration. The Nazi news agen- 
cies, trying to sell Aryan superiority 
to the Japanese press after Hitler's 
rise to power, made little headway. 
German correspondents complained 
that it was difficult to interest the peo- 
ple in anti-Semitism or in any other 
varieties of race hatred. 


But the Nazis, patient and thorough, 
did not give up easily. If they could 
not blitz the minds of the masses with 
their own anti-Jewish blasts, they could 
gradually influence the Japanese propa- 
ganda agencies. 
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In 1936 the first warnings against 
the Jews began to appear in the Jap- 
anese press. A heated campaign against 
Zionism began, and one year later all 
collections for Palestine were pro- 
hibited. Why had the Jews become a 
menace over-night? The provocators 
followed the same line used in the 
United States where a whispering cam- 
paign, started as early as 1933, has not 
yet abated. A horde of refugees from 
Central Europe was about to flood the 
country: rich immigrants who, with 
their gold, would try to dominate the 
nation’s industry and commerce; and 
poor immigrants, working at any price 
and lowering living standards, would 
take jobs away from the Japanese. 
Nazi propaganda, playing on the fears 
of the people, showed its first results. 
A nationalist and anti-Semitic group, 
the Kokusai Seikei Gakkai, began to 
sponsor mass meetings in the cities 
and to stir up the people with typical 
Nazi arguments. The Japanese began 
to view the Jews—natives and refugees 
alike—with alarm. 


In February 1941, consequently the 
Japanese Government instructed its 
consuls to stop the issuance of further 
transit visas. When, in the middle of 
1941, Japan ceased to be a stopping- 
place for Central-European Jews, 
around 4,800 refugees altogether had 
landed in Japan since 1933. In De- 
cember 1941, when a census was made 
of refugees still in the country, it 
was found that around 2,100 Jews 
had not yet been able to leave for the 
Americas. They were promptly de- 
ported to Shanghai. No further refu- 
gees were admitted into the country. 

The changed attitude of the Jap- 
anese under Nazi tutelage began to 
fill the native Jews with fear and 
threw the refugees into near-panic. 
There were rumors that the “cultural 
pact” between Japan and Germany de- 
manded some immediate anti-Jewish 
measures. In Spring 1939 a conference 
of Jews was called at Harbin. It was 
attended by worried delegates from all 
communities in Japanese and Japanese- 
held territory. The conference asked 
for a statement of policy from the 
Foreign Ministry. Its spokesman, Gen- 
eral Higuchi, flatly denied that there 


would be any discrimination in Japan. 
It was “not consistent with the Japan- 
ese spirit of fair play,” he declared. The 
Berlin Gemeindeblatt of January 20, 
1940, carried an account of this con- 
ference, giving new hope to German 
Jews seeking asylum. General Higu- 
chi had ended his speech with the 
following words: “Race prejudice is 
unknown to the people in Japan. No 
one can force it upon them. European 
Jews seeking refuge in Japan, North- 
ern China or Manchukuo will be al- 
ways welcome.” 

However, while these assurances 
were being given to Jewish leaders, 
Japan was already refusing residence 
and working permits to Jews. Refu- 
gees from Hitler were excluded in 
Manchukuo as well as Japan. The 
immigration laws barring the destitute 
and the disturbers of law and order 
were applied for the first time to Jews. 
The restrictions were elastic enough to 
be twisted against them. DOMEI, the 
official press service of the Japanese 
Government, had reported on Decem- 
ber 4, 1938, that racial experts had 
advised the Government of the neces- 
sity of drafting “some measures in 
keeping step with racial purification 
movements fostered by the science 
of eugenics in Western nations.” 

Soon the anti-Jewish policy of the 
Government leaders, with their grow- 
ing admiration for Hitler and his 
ideology, was discussed in the Diet. 
On June 20, 1940, the “Parliamen- 
tary League for the Attainment of the 
Objectives of the Sacred Campaign” 
passed a resolution praising Hitler and 
expressing the hope that he would go 
on “to destroy the Jewish control of 
the world” so that “a new world 
order, free of liberalism, may be 
brought about.” The English news- 
paper Trans-Pacific of Tokyo later 
stated, in its July 4, 1940 issue, that 
a copy of this resolution—addressed 
to Adolf Hitler in care of Foreign 
Minister Joachim von Ribbentrop— 
had been ceremonially delivered to 
German Ambassador Major-General 
Eugen Ott. 


The Japanese press did its share. 
Over-night Hochi, once a progressive 
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newspaper but now the voice of the 
militarists, began to attack the Jews. 
Scare headlines, reprinted periodically 
in the Berlin Voelkischer Beobachter 
and other Nazi papers, read: “The 
Jews are the universal enemies— 
Japan is no country for Jewish emi- 
grants—Rich Jews conquer Japan: se 
economy.” The subheads were as pro- 
vocative: “The Jews are the inventors 
of the Gold Standard—The Jews are 
the founders of Free Masonry and 
other Secret Societies—A few thou- 
sand Jews in a country are sufficient 
for large-scale sabotage.” 

Other Japanese newspapers fol- 
lowed suit. It was open season for 
Jew-baiting in the press, from Hochi 
down to the smallest provincial news- 
paper. The Nazi propaganda machine, 
after a slow and hard start, was now 
functioning well. The Japanese peo- 
ple were getting the grotesque picture 
of the Allied Powers as huge puppets 
with Jews pulling the strings. 

Nothing was too fantastic for the 
press. Solemnly it declared that the 
meeting of Churchill and Roosevelt to 
frame the Atlantic Charter had been 
arranged by Jews. Jews were fe- 
sponsible, their columns shrieked, for 
the re-election of President Roosevelt 
—a consummation devoutly unwished 
by the Japanese. 

The Nazi agents inspired a whisper- 
ing campaign. Who had forced Churc- 
hill into the war? The Jews. Who 
supported Soviet Russia and was re- 
sponsible for that menace in Japan’s 
back? International Jewry. Who was 
behind the fortifications of the Pacific 
Islands by the United States? The 
Jews. Who was to blame for the 
resistance of Chiang Kai-Shek? Jew- 
ish capitalists, especially from Amer- 
ica. They ground out ever the same 
tune: ‘the Jews aim to rule the world 
not only financially, as in the past, 
but culturally, too. They plan to take 
possession of the wealth of the earth 
—and the minds of its people. 

Nor did the anti-Semitic campaign 
stop at Japan’s borders. Almost at 
once it was carried over into occupied 
China. The brunt of it was borne by 
the unhappy Jewish refugees in Jap- 
anese-held Shanghai. Here, too, Jap- 
anese anti-Semitism was the artificial 
growth planted and fostered by the 
German experts in Ersatz. 

Between 1934 and 1940 more than 
20,000 Jewish refugees from Austria, 
Poland, Germany and Czechoslovakia 
had trekked into Shanghai where 
visas were unnecessary. Many settled 
there with no hope of leaving. The 
first arrivals, plysicians and dentists, 
were welcomed with open arms and 
a living. In August 1938 the real 
influx began. Italian and French 
steamers brought from 800 to 900 
refugees on every trip towards the 
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end of 1939. The British blockade 
and the outbreak of the Russian- 
German war forced others to come via 
Siberia. 

Only a passport but no visa or 
proof of subsistence funds was neces- 
saty to go to Shanghai. It became a 
haven for those Jewish refugees from 
Nazi oppression who had no relatives 
or friends in foreign countries and 
could not hope to obtain visas to land 
elsewhere. They were mostly pro- 
fessional men—lawyers, teachers, phy- 
Sicians and engineers. Almost invari- 
ably penniless and without hope of 
ever getting away, they accepted 
menial labor, sometimes in competi- 
tion with the lowliest Chinese coolies. 
The generous Jewish colony in Shang- 
hai, led by the wealthy Sassoon family, 
could absorb only a few thousand of 
the refugees. Chinese friends did their 
best for others. 


Most of the refugees lived in bar- 
racks built by British and American 
found it comparatively easy to make 
relief organizations, and the unem- 
ployed were fed by soup kitchens. 


The Nazis were appointed their “con- 
trollers” by the Japanese on Decem- 
ber 7, 1941, when they occupied the 
International Settlement, evacuating 
the Americans officially and the Brit- 
ish unofficially. Captain Fritz Wiede- 
mann, Consul General in Tientsin, 
became greatly interested in the refu- 
gee problem. Wiedemann, it may be 
remembered, was formerly Nazi Con- 
sul General in San Francisco, until 
his subversive activities were exposed. 

The Nazis soon assigned to Shang- 
hai one of their ace propagandists, 
Christian Zinsser. He appeared there 
in the middle of 1941, after having 
distinguished himself as a Fifth Col- 
umn organizer in Guatemala and 
Honduras. He left Honduras as the 
guest of the Japanese on a Japanese 
boat to become chief Nazi propa- 
gandist in Shanghai. He began im- 
mediately to create a Jewish question 
in occupied China and to train Jap- 
anese to become salesmen of anti- 
Semitism in their own country. Nazis 
shine best when they persecute the 
weak and helpless, and Herr Zinsser 
did not fail the Gestapo. 
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Today this is the line of Japanese 
anti-Semitic propaganda, as made to 
order by the Nazi experts: Japan has 
found the real danger. The imperial- 
istic arrogance of the Jews in America 
has caused the war between Japan and 
the United States. But Japanese suc- 
cesses in the Pacific must have made 
it clear to the Wall Street Jews that 
there is nothing for them in eastern 
Asia. The Jews have attempted to 
ruin Japan. Germany has saved Japan 
from an imperialistic onslaught by 
putting her power behind the Empire. 
For continued Japanese-Nazi friend- 
ship it is important that the Japanese 
accept Nazi ideology. If their fight 
against the Allies is the Nazis’ fight 
too, they must both have the same 
racial theories. 


The “arguments” are contained in 
the vast propaganda material which 
the Nazis have turned out for the 
Japanese in their own language. 
Meanwhile Nazi Gestapo agents pro- 
voke incidents which force Japanese 
troops and Chinese civilians to attack 
the Jews “in self-defense.” 
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THE RETURN OF BEN HECHT 


A GUIDE FOR THE BEDEVILLED, by 
Ben Hecht. Charles Scribner’s Sons, 
New York, 1944. 


With this book Ben Hecht graduates 
from provocative and amusing talent 
to something greater. One of the hall- 
marks of genius is its ability to find 
short cuts, and Hecht has certainly cut 
his way through the jungle of anti- 
Semitism and brought us to a clearing 
where we can, at least, see the lay of 
the land. With this book, too, Hecht 
becomes a Baal-Teshuva—he atones 
handsomely for his earlier A Jew In 
Love and for his smart-alecky indif- 
ference to all that concerned his fellow 
Jews in the past. Like many penitents, 
he has been eager to make up for lost 
time—and in his haste has fallen a 
victim to the wily agents of Revision- 
ism who would save Jewry by full- 
page ads and a handsome “embassy” in 
Washington. But unlike other peni- 
tents, Hecht does not abandon the 
world to find haven in the bosom of 
Abraham. Like Heinrich Heine—an- 
other long-nosed pagan suffering from 
Weltschmertz—he comes back to Juda- 
ism, after exhausting himself on the 
dance floors of alien philosophies, to 
discover in the faith of Israel the Elijah 


spirit—the “eternal underground” of 
an unfree world. 

Fortunately, it is not a deathbed 
repentence. Hecht is still vigorous and 
will lustily swing the sword of liberty 
at the hydra-headed foe. He is not too 
certain that the monster of prejudice 
will ever be permanently dispatched, 
but this uncertainty will not keep him 
from swinging as long as he has breath. 

The only serious trouble with this 
book, as far as the general public is 
concerned, is that it is “too brilliant.” 
Its lapidary sparkle and dazzling wit 
will frighten the solemn and the dull. 
Its consistently high emotional fever 
will exhaust those whose imaginations 
have grown a potbelly. And indeed, 
the book is spiced with enough bon- 
mots to make a pocket-anthology of 
wit. It is like a whole meal of caviar 
or an entire evening of Scheherazade. 
It is as though Lady Godiva were to 
interest the spectators in her recipe for 
strudel. Who would have ears for 
strudel? 

Consider a few of the spellbinding 
summations of this sardonic wit who 
can cut a clear path to the core of the 
most involved subject and blithely toss 
wisdom’s pearls to such as can read 
while running: 


On the nature of prejudice: 
“True prejudice is an inner un- 
reason aS mecessary tO us as our 
outer reasonableness. . . . Prejudice 
is our method of transferring our 
own sickness to others. It is our 
ruse for disliking others rather than 
ourselves. We find absolution in 
our prejudices.” (p. 30) 

On Jewish anti-Semites: “No 
more than poor Pinto will these 
Jewish Fortunatuses know that, in 
the eyes of anti-Semites, Jews are 
as inseparable and identical as Sia- 
mese twins. No more than Pinto 
will they learn that even espousing 
so un-Jewish a cause as anti-Semit- 
ism never makes a Jew less as 
Jew.” (p. 34) 

On the hypocrisy of Christians: 
“In taking over Judaism, Christian- 
ity removed the entire problem of 
revolution from the earth. The 
rulers and the ruling classes were 
quick to see this. Where Jewish- 
ness had bellowed at them to abdi- 
cate, Christianity whispered to 
them only to sing a song of to- 
morrow.” (p. 107) 

On Communist sublimation: 
“Even much easier than the flight 
into ‘philosophy’ is the simple jour- 
ney into Communism. Here there 
are concrete and human pleasures 
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to embrace. The Jew, as a Com- 
munist, graduates from worrying 
about the enemies of Jews. He can 
enjoy the nobler anger against the 
enemies of man. He can escape his 
personal pain by disdaining the 
murder of three million Jews as 
unimportant—compared to the 
wider injustices practised against 
hundreds of millions of workers 
by the capitalist system.” (p. 121) 

On the irrepressible vitality of 
Jews: “The violent God of the 
Jews was the violent ego of the 
Jew. The oneness of Jehovah and 
His unmeasurable powers were the 
intactness and dream of power in 
the Jewish ego—a dream of human 
individualism and the ego’s suprem- 
acy over tribes, states and king- 
doms. . . . They said God was all 
powerful but they meant. . . that 
the mind that could conceive of 
Him was all-powerful! . . . The 
toughness and indestructibility of 
the Jew was not a ‘racial’ pheno- 
menon but a mental one. . . . That 
is why armies never vanquished 
him.” (p. 90) 


Mr. Hecht is by no means infallible. 
His strictures on the unworkability of 
democracy as a form of government 
are probably a hold-over from his ear- 
lier days of exhibitionist cynicism. His 
explanation of the German sickness as 
a self-hate, as a foul need of warming 
the dead places in his impotent body 
with the sight of Jewish blood, is more 
morbid than accurate. The author em- 
braces the very irrationalism and racial- 
ism he excoriates when he condemns 
all the Germans as a race of murderers 
and allows that men like Thomas 
Mann were really not Germans at all. 
Mr. Hecht has read his Graetz too 
hastily if he has discovered only the 
God of Vengeance and not the God of 
Mercy. He has read his anthropology 
badly, if he resents the attribution of 
Jewish racialism while he applies the 
same tar brush to the Germans. He 
has misread his Marx completely if he 
can claim that the Germans under an 
economic system handed them by 
angels would pile up armaments and 
bring on wars. 

It is this strange disregard of en- 
vironmental factors, together with his 
scepticism about democracy and edu- 
cation, that leave us with an uneasy 
sense of futility. We are left with the 


impression that prejudice will end only © 


when every individual is successfully 
psychoanalyzed and cured of all his 
frustrations. It is this unwarranted 
defeatism that spoils somewhat the 
effect of the author’s remarkable sce- 
nario on the life of Dr. Semmelweiss, 
one of the discoverers of the cause of 
puerperal fever. This scenario is pre- 


sented as an allegory of the problem of 
anti-Semitism and, as such, it is a 
brilliant alegory executed by a hand 
that is intimate with all the devices of 
Hollywood. This scenario reveals in 
brief, vivid strokes all the tortured 
psychological, social, historic factors 
that go to make up a mob prejudice. 
The tragic death of Dr. Semmelweiss 
hastened by the very people he came 
to save is indeed a powerful indictment 
of human stupidity and the blind greed 
of vested interests. But it is not au- 
thentic proof of the ineducability of 
the masses, or convincing proof that 
things never change. After all, puer- 
peral fever has been conquered! The 
rate of childbed mortality has been 
drastically reduced! One does not have 
to lick a story into a lollipop to admit 
that humanity moves from one con- 
stellation of errors to newer ones. In 
his frenzied fear of falling into the 
Hollywood pattern of happy endings— 
a just fear, no doubt—Hecht gives us 
a hopelessly despondent feeling about 
the possibility of ever ridding our- 
selves of this loathesome malady. 

Nevertheless, the scenario is grip- 
ping from beginning to end and, it is 
my guess, Hollywood will some day 
use it with only as much licking as the 
author, in a calmer mood, will be will- 
ing to give it. 

The book will probably not have 
too much of an influence on those who 
have a virulent case of anti-Semitism. 


THE STORY OF A 


TAILOR’S PROGRESS, by Benjamin Stol- 
berg. The Story of a Famous Union 
and the Men Who Made It, New 
York, 1944, Doubleday Doran Co. 
Price $2.75, 360 pp. 


Stolberg’s book has received unusu- 
ally wide acclaim for a labor union 
history, in the general daily and pe- 
riodical press. By contrast with re- 
views like that of John Chamberlain 
in the New York Times, Lewis Gan- 
nett in the Tribune seems to have 
raised a lone critical voice. Neither 
Louis Levine’s scholarly history of the 
union (published in 1924) nor Joel 
Seidman’s well written The Needle 
Trades* which appeared as late as 
1942 had any such press. (Incidentally 
Seidman’s book is not given even a 
single footnote notice by Stolberg. 
Levine is referred to as an historian.) 
The reasons for the popularity of Stol- 
berg’s book are not complex: he is a 
journalist and well known personally 
in journalistic circles. From the first 
sentences of the book, 





*Seidman, Joel, The Needle Trades 
(Labor in Twentieth Century America, 
Farrar and Reinhart, New York, 1942) 
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One must have real humor and real 
passion to respond to this book, and 
anti-Semites generally lack these vir- 
tues. But the book will be a genuine 
boon to the Jews. It will be a real 
catharsis cleansing them of many fears 
and misconceptions. It should help to 
put an end to Jewish apologetics 
whether of the polite variety that sticks 
the Jewish neck and bottom in the 
sand or the unbuttoned variety that 
leaves its backside to the wind. Hecht’s 
story of the way his Tante Chasha 
answered the theatre manager's de- 
mand for an apology, because in her 
sensitive condition she pointed out the 
villain on the stage, should become 
the definitive answer to all who ask the 
Jew to be silent in the presence of in- 
justice. That story has retrieved the 
umbrella from the obloquy which 
Chamberlain brought upon it. It will 
restore strength and dignity to the out- 
stretched right hands of all the children 
of Israel. It will bridge the hyphen in 
the soul of the American-Jew. For 
Hecht’s return to the people of Israel 
has brought him closer to the great 
tradition of America. 

“As a Jew he is loyal to the same 
ideas to which he gives his American 
loyalties. He cries for the rights of 
man, and for the decent operation of 
government. If he cries more loudly 
for these than others, is he not, per- 
haps, more American?” 

JACOB J. WEINSTEIN 


“JEWISH” UNION 


“The world’s oldest trade is tail- 
oring. As soon as Eve ate of the 
apple ... she began to worry about 
clothes. . . . In‘his anger at Eve's 
provocative demureness so sketchily 
suggested, the good Lord himself 
became the first cloakmaker.” 

to the final paragraph in which Stol- 
berg makes the ILGWU the most 
“dramatic illumination” of the evolu- 
tion of American democracy, the book 
is eminently readable. More than that; 
his sketches of the leaders are new to 
an English-reading public. He has 
gone to some trouble to get pretty 
complete accounts of the three out- 
standing presidents of the Union, and 
to this reviewer who spent half a 
dozen years in the employ of the Inter- 
national and its locals, there is much in 
the background of Morris Sigman, with 
whom she was most closely associated, 
that is new and illuminating. 

If Stolberg’s style will awaken inter- 
est in a further study of the ILGWU, 
it is perhaps justified. But the book 
should be read with more than a grain 
of salt. Stolberg has tried to be fair 
to Benjamin Schlesinger, of whom now 
as always it was easy to be critical, 
has given a fine portrait of the non- 
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Socialist Morris Sigman, toned down 
only in the account of differences 
between Sigman and Dubinsky. Du- 
binsky is of course the central figure— 
the personification of the title. Those 
who have occasion to know Dubinsky’s 
unpretentious and shrewdly sound role 
in labor, and his sensible attitude 
toward Jewish problems although of 
Bundist sympathies, he supports the 
Histadrut, will appreciate Stolberg’s 
portrait. 

FRONTIER readers have a special 
interest not only in any story of the 
International Ladies’ Garment Workers 
Union but in Stolberg’s account of it. 
In his provocative Nation article of 
June 17, 1936 on the American Jew, 
Stolberg wrote: 


“The only way to solve the Jew- 
ish problem is to solve the great 
problem of social and industrial 
democracy. That is why I found 
to my amazement that the little 
Jewish tailor who shouts in Yid- 
dish in his secialist or union local 
is far less race-conscious than the 
big German Jewish banker whose 
family has been here for a century. 
Unlike the banker, he does not 
want to join a club in order to snub 
others. He wants a society which 
everyone can join in security and 
justice. He may not get such a 
society for a long time to come. 
And when he gets it, it will no 
doubt have its terrible faults. But 
at least he is on the way. You've 
guessed it: the answer is Marx- 
ism.” ** 


In itself, the story of the ILGWU 
has, for FRONTIER readers, many spe- 
cial appeals. It is perhaps a misnomer 
to head this review “A Jewish labor 
union.” Stolberg, who does not 
bother too much about statistics, does 
leave the impression, despite his men- 
tion of the Italians, the Negroes, and 
the other national and racial groups to 
be found in the International, that the 
ILGGU is still largely Jewish espe- 
cially in New York. It is true that not- 
withstanding their attempts to develop 
non-Jewish leadership in their own 
ranks, and the employment of non- 
Jewish organizers from other trades 
and from among liberal and other sym- 
pathizers, the leadership of the ILGWU 
is still predominantly Jewish. This can 
be explained in part by the role which 
these leaders played in the upbuilding 
of the union, in their staying power 
during periods of depression and Com- 
munist upheaval, and more recently in 
reconstruction. But Seidman points 
that in 1942, when the membership 





** For a reprint of this article and com- 
ments on it see Jewish Survival in the 
World Today, Hadassah Education Series, 
Source Book, Part IIIa, p. 81-98. 


was 280,000, three-fourths were non- 
Jewish; only in the cloak, suit, and 
skirt trade do Jews still account for 
almost three-fourths of the workers 
in New York City, where the industry 
is concentrated. In the New York 
dress trade, Italians comprised 51% 
of the workers in 1937, the Jews 32%, 
Negroes 5%, Spanish 2.5%, and other 
racial and national groups the balance. 
By contrast, in 1913, 56% of the 
workers in the dress trade were Jewish 
and only 34% Italian. Outside of New 
York City the Jewish proportion of 
the membership is probably even 
lower. Today, when the membership 
has risen to 310,000, there has prob- 
ably been a further decline of the 
Jewish proportion, though their abso- 
lute number, 80,000, is greater than in 
1913 or even 1920. Nevertheless, the 
achievements for which the ILGWU 
has been and still is known are those 
created by the Jewish pioneers, who 
built the union in the early part of the 
century, and many of whom are still 
active as leaders or as rank and file 
members. 


What those achievements are and 
have been, their significance to the 
workers in the industry, to the Amer- 
ican labor movement as a whole, and 
even more to the American commu- 
nity and American democracy, is clear- 
ly if sketchily outlined by Stolberg. 
In fact his conclusion, in contrast with 
the earlier Nation article, is that the 
story of the ILGWU illuminates most 
dramatically the evolution of the labor 
movement as an integral part of the 
American community. “The dialectic 
of this process has been the American- 
ization of America for three centuries.” 
(Note the hangover of the Marxian 
phrase. ) 


The ILGWU was the first and out- 
standing example of successful indus- 
trial union organization of non-English 
speaking immigrants (after a period of 
conflict with the native, craft-conscious 
skilled mechanics in the trade, the 
cutters), thus paving the way for the 
Amalgamated Clothing Workers’ 
Union and the other needle trades 
organizations: It was the first union 
which, in its strikes of 1909 (dress- 
makers) and 1919 (cloakmakers) won 
wide public sympathy, and led to the 
formation of permanent groups of 
liberals, dedicated to the aid of the 
trade union movement. True the coal 
miners had preceded the ILGWU, in 
the famous strike of 1902, both in 
reaching the immigrant workers and 
in gaining wide sympathy, but the 
leadership of the miners was almost 
predominantly English-speaking if not 
native born. 


In the second place, new techniques 
of collective bargaining and agree- 
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ments with the employers were intro- 
duced by the ILGWU which have had 
far-reaching influence on the labor 
movement as a whole. Even as today, 
they are making engineering studies 
of the trade in order to maintain the 
industry and its wage standards. 


But even more significant, the IL- 
GWU was the first successful example 
of the organization of a trade in which 


‘women workers predominated, and of 


the evolution of a real woman’s leader- 
ship. The role of women in the 
ILGWU is slighted by Stolberg. He 
canont help mentioning that it was the 
uprising of the 20,000 dressmakers in 
1909 which made possible the cloak- 
makers’ strike of the following year. 
But he does not mention, as Seidman 
points out, that today four out of every 
five members of the ILGWU are 
women. Only in the cloak, suit, and 
skirt industry do men still predominate. 
It is true that top ranking leadership 
of women has not been in proportion. 
There is now one woman vice-presi- 
dent of the ILGWU, Rose Pesotta; 
she was preceded by Fannia H. Cohen 
now secretary of the Educational De- 
partment. Stolberg cannot help men- 
tioning that the achievement for which 
the ILGWU is perhaps best known 
in the American community—its edu- 
cational program—was initiated by 
the New York dressmakers union, as 
was also Unity House, the union’s 
summer home. But his general treat- 
ment of women in the union is cavalier 
and supercilious and comes strangely 
from a Marxian. It is assumed through- 
out that work in the industry and in 
the Union is a passageway to life for 
them, whereas by contrast, for the men 
it is life itself. This despite the pres- 
ence of a large proportion of married 
women in the industry. In fact in his 
description of four basic crafts, con- 
trasting in temperaments, the women 
dressmakers are classified as the “ro- 
mantics” whereas the cloakmakers 
come under the heading of “philoso- 
phers,” the cutters of “realists” and 
the pressers of “balagulas.” (It was the 
“philosophers” who were responsible 
for the founding of that very realistic 
project for which the International is 
likewise outstanding—the Union 
Health Center. ) 


Stolberg’s approach is suggested in 
the very title and subtitle of the book. 
From it, one would never gather that 
women played any part in the union. 
But perhaps he is not wholly to be 
blamed, although as a radical he should 
have been on the lookout. Many IL- 
GWU leaders share this view widely 
held in the American labor movement. 
It is the cloakmakers, they feel, who 
are the real solid basis of the Union, 
and so in the Union, as in Stolberg’s 
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JEWISH FRONTIER 


Genesis, the Lord must have been a 
cloakmaker and not a dressmaker, al- 
though tailors know that cloaks are 
usually worn only over nether garments 
—at least a dress. 

The role of the ILGWU in the AFL, 
in the formation of the CIO, and most 
recently in combating gangsterism in 
the AFL, as well as in the labor party, 
its contributions to world causes 
(Chinese, as well as Italian or Jewish) 
is also indicated. 


Stolberg makes no mention of the 
Jewish interest of ILGWU leaders, and 
when he treats incidentally of persons 
known in the field of Labor Zionism, 
such as Schlossberg and Brandeis, 
(Brandeis probably had his first Jew- 
ish contacts and first earned his repu- 
tation as a liberal because of his role 
in the cloak and suit “protocol”) his 
treatment of them evidences a bias 
against their Zionist or Labor Zionist 
sympathies. Even of Nagler, the trade 
union realist, he writes: “He is also 
prominent in all sorts of Jewish causes, 
from philanthropy to Zionism.” 


Finally, Stolberg completely over- 
looks the opportunity suggested in his 
Nation article, of evaluating why it 
was that the “little Jewish tailor” 
played such a role in the American 
labor movement, in the American com- 
munity, and in the world labor and 
anti-fascist movement, at the same time 
that his own numerical proportion in 
the tailoring trade is diminishing and 
his position in the American com- 
munity is open to many dangerous 
attacks. 

ELSIE GLUECK 
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Mrs. Gunther in her small but 
highly important volume speaks as a 
champion of human freedom and pre- 
sents many valuable insights into the 
present situation in India. Among 
other things, the author raises the very 
significant question: “If the language 
of guns is the only language the Em- 
pire can understand, may India too 
have to learn to speak it?” If there be 
a violent revolution due to denial of 
freedom and repressive measures, then 
the responsibility will lie not only 
upon Britain, but upon those who 
have supported in the past and are to- 
day supporting British imperialism in 
India. 

In Subject India, Mr. Brailsford, 
outstanding British liberal writer, who 
has studied Indian problems for more 
than a quarter of a century, has given 
us a book of great importance. The 
author has visited India, and knows 
Indian statesmen, industrialists, educa- 
tors, labor leaders, as well as British 
officials and statesmen. In this objec- 
tive study of an intricate situation, 
Brailsford discusses (a) the nature of 
British rule in India, British officials, 
and Indian leaders; (b) Indian poli- 
tics from the Round Table Conference 
of 1931 to the Cripps Mission in 
1942; (c) the Hindu-Muslim prob- 
lem and the role of the British of- 
ficials in this matter; (d) the problem 
of an united India and the Indian 
princes; (e) the cause of Indian pov- 
erty and what might be done to im- 
prove the condition of the people; and 
(f) the present crisis in Indo-British 
relations. 


The same field is covered in Indian 
Crisis. The author, Mr. Hoyland, is a 
British historian and educator with a 
background of more than fifteen years 
as a teacher in an Indian college. 
There he was in close touch with all 
classes of the Indian people, especially, 
the youth who are always in the fore- 
front of India’s revolutionary struggle. 
Mr. Hoyland is a Fellow of the Royal 
Historical Society in London and was 
awarded a medal by the British Gov- 
ernment in recognition of his construc- 
tive social service work among the 
Indian people. 

Those Americans who glibly accuse 
Indian political leaders of being pro- 
Axis and harming the cause of the 
United Nations, should study carefully 
these two excellent books, written by 
Englishmen who are interested in jus- 
tice and freedom and also in promot- 
ing the best interests of the British 
people. 

Mr. Hoyland makes the following 
significant remarks about the Cripps 
proposal: “Cripps’ proposals suffered 
from three radical defects. In the first 


place they promised that any province 
or association of provinces which 
wished to contract out of the new In- 
dian Union could do so and form a 
free independent State. In other 
words, separate nationhood (Pakis- 
tan) was offered to the Moslem prov- 
inces. In the second place the same 
kind of thing was offered, more in- 
definitely, to Princes or groups of 
Princes who might wish to contract 
out. These two proposals would have 
led inevitably to the Balkanization of 
India and to a period of fierce and pro- 
tracted civil war. In the third place, 
the Princes were offered a third part 
of the representation, through their 
nominees, in the post-war constituent 
assembly. This would have ensured 
the predominance of reactionary and 
anti-democratic forces in that assem- 
bly, and would have rendered the pro- 
posed federalism a farce.” (p. 85) 

Mr. Brailsford, in his more detailed 
study of the Cripps Mission and its 
failure not only supports Mr. Hoy- 
land’s conclusions but adds that the 
failure of Cripps’ Mission was due to 
the very nature of the proposal. The 
plan took the form of a virtual ultima- 
tum to Indian leaders which they were 
asked to accept without any change 
whatsoever, and the Viceroy of India, 
Lord Linlithgow, refused to divest 
himself of his “dictatorial power” and 
permit the formation of a National 
Government. Furthermore, Lord Wa- 
vell, then General Wavell, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of India, opposed in 
every detail the demand for the for- 
mation of an Indian National Army. 

Both Mr. Hoyland and Mr. Brails- 
ford hold that the goodwill and aid of 
free India is worth more to Britain 
than enforced cooperation. It is clear 
now that British policy is to continue 
coercing the movement for Indian 
freedom by application of all kinds of 
repressive measures and to fight the 
Japanese invasion with American aid. 
Will such a policy succeed? There 
may yet develop a serious armed revolt 
against the British in India. Before 
the present crisis develops to such pro- 
portions, American and Chinese states- 
men should use their influence in 
order to solve the crisis in “Subject 
India” on the basis of the Atlantic 
Charter and the Four Freedoms. 

Il. 

To understand the present day prob- 
lems of India, one must have more 
knowledge of cultural, social, economic 
and political evolution and the present 
day condition of the people in this 
great sub-continent. 

Indians have been asking, “If this is 
a war for democracy against fascism, 
then what about Indian freedom?” Mr. 
Kumar Ghosal, an Indian scholar with 
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JEWISH FRONTIER 


world vision, in his lucid and excellent 
work The People of India, gives this 
answer: 

“Freedom for India is vitally neces- 
sary for the welfare of the world at 
large as well as nearly four hundred 
million Indians. In the well-being of 
the people of India and other colonial 
countries lies the future security of 
mankind.” 

The People of India is a successful 
effort to present a clear and concise 
account of the problems and condi- 
tions of India. Some of the topics and 
sub-topics discussed in this work are 
as follows: India’s cultural heritage 
before the advent of Western Powers; 
the process of British penetration in 
India and the rule of the East India 
Company; India under British rule; 
and the Second World War and India. 
The book contains short but careful 
studies on the vital issues of the evo- 
lution of Indian nationalism, Indian 
political parties, labor and peasant 
movements in India, an analysis of the 
Government of India Act of 1935 
(which is known as the constitution 
of the Government of British India), 
the Cripps Mission and what has hap- 
pened since its failure. 


Il. 


The story of the Tata Steel works in 
India has been simply and fascinatingly 
told by the late John Keenan in his 
Steel Man in India (Mr. Keenan re- 
cently died in China while engaged in 
war-duty). More than twenty-five 
years ago, Mr. Keenan went to India as 
an expert employee of Tata & Co. His 
contract was for five years, but he stay- 
ed and worked in India for more than 
twenty-five years for the same concern, 
aiding in developing the steel industry. 
During this time, he learned to know 
Indians of all classes, not to speak of 
British officials and businessmen. In 
this book the author has packed reli- 
able information about Indian cultural, 
social, religious, political, and economic 
life. 

With the Japanese still fighting 
within Indian borders, it may 
be well to take note of what Mr. 
Keenan has to say: “Modern Japan, 
continually harping on her sphere of 
influence in the East, undoubtedly has 
her eye on India’s minerals and raw 
materials, the second most extensive in 
the world.” (p. 210) “The greatest 
Japanese weapon in India has been 
the promise to free the Indians. The 
implications of this promise are not 
lost on intelligent Indians, or on any 
Indians at all for that matter since the 
invasion of China. But the desire to 
be free of the white sahib’s smug 
racial discrimination is close to every 
Indian heart.” (p. 215) 
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Mr. Keenan points out that India is 
passing through a tremendous social 
and industrial revolution and within a 
few decades there will be no vestige of 
feudalism in India. He points out a 
fact, frequently overlooked: that India 
had a scientific tradition several hun- 
dred years before the days of Alexander 
the Great. In recent years India has 
demonstrated in the Tata Steel Works, 
which is now managed by Indian ex- 
perts, that her sons, given equal op- 
portunity, can master modern scien- 
tific technique, as well as any other 
people. India’s industrial progress has 
been made by Indians, in spite of the 
opposition of British business interests 
and officials. Today she has become a 
creditor nation, with a credit balance 
of more than $2,000,000,000 in gold 
now kept in England. If this is used 
to further industrialization, post-war 
India will not only become one of the 
most important world markets but 
will be on the road to becoming one of 
the great indust-ial centers of the 
world and undoubtedly the foremost 
in Asia. 

IV. 


The author of Voiceless India is an 
American woman, one of the Asso- 
ciate Editors of the New York maga- 
zine, Asia and the Americas. A jour- 
nalist of great integrity, breadth of 


vision, and scholarly attainments, Miss 
Emerson travelled in the Orient and 
Occident with the purpose of acquir- 
ing a sympathetic understanding of 
the lives, hopes, and aspirations of the 
peoples of the East and the West. 
Thus she hoped to realize the goal of 
her life to contribute towards the ful- 
fillment of the ideal of the brother- 
hood of man. Wishing to know the 
life of the vast majority of the Indian 
people through her own experience 
and not through hearsay, Miss Emer- 
son (now Mrs. Sen), lived in a small 
Indian village, bearing all the incon- 
veniences and hardships of such a life. 
Voiceless India is the result of that 
study—a work of love and service. 
The importance of the work can be 
gauged by the fact that nearly 320,- 
000,000 people, about 85 per cent of 
the total population of India, lives in 
villages. “The village suffers. Today it 
lacks vital energy to adapt itself to 
economic and administrative changes 
imposed from without—some of these 
the costly result of selfish or mistaken 
policy on the part of alien rulers, some 
inevitable with changing times. One 
can always hope present ills will be- 
come tomorrow's benefits and bless- 
ings. Under the foreign tutelage, In- 
dia has grown self-conscious, and na- 
tional sentiment has been roused 
through the length and breadth of the 
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land. When reconstruction is set in 
motion from the village upwards, in- 
stead of from the city downward, In- 
dia will once again be great.” 

In this work, the author, not through 
statistics, but through pen pictures of 
actual facts, gives a vivid description 
of every phase of Indian village life— 
its Customs, social and religious tradi- 
tions, poverty, backwardness, and the 
inherent gentleness, spirit of coopera- 
tion and toleration of the people. The 
late Rabindranath Tagore, the greatest 
of India’s poet-patriots, wrote in the 
introduction to the British edition of 
the book:—“I feel personally grateful 
to Miss Emerson for the masterly pic- 
ture she has drawn of our pathetic 
village life, so vivid and yet sober in 
its color—the honest color of truth.” 
This is undoubtedly the greatest tribute 
to the author and her work. 

This reviewer whole-heartedly agrees 
with the views of Miss Pearl Buck, as 
expressed in the introduction to the 
American edition of the work. “The 
time has come for Americans to under- 
stand the people of India. . . . For such 
understanding (of the village life) no 
better book than this one has been 
written. Without blame, without ran- 
cor, with nothing but profound wis- 
dom, it reveals India’s people, through 
the clear window of reality.” 

TARAKNATH DAS 
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There and then... the assembly line was born 





ARLY in 1918, Henry Ford had 
his technicians try a new pro- 
duction idea which had come to 
him as he observed a watch factory 
in operation. Instead of having a 
single group of men make the entire 
assembly on each flywheel magneto, 
the unit was moved from one worker 
to another. The result was a 50% 
saving in time! 

“Why not test this idea on the 
whole chassis?” Mr. Ford next sug- 
gested. So now, along elevated 
greased rails, each chassis was being 
pushed by hand as workers added 
the various parts in sequence. There 
and then, the assembly line was born! 

A chain-driven line was soon after 
put into operation. Under the new 


system, the 14 hours formerly re- 
quired for a single chassis assembly 
were cut to 1 hour and 33 minutes. 
Before 1913 was over, more than 
100,000 Ford cars had been built. 
All records for the mass production 
of automobiles had been broken. 
Remarkable as this achievement 
was, it meant more than just a 
saving in production time, more 
than creating new methods for 
industry everywhere. To Mr. 
Ford and his associates, this was 
another step in their endeavor to 
make life easier for millions. 
From the first, the assembly line 
technique of production eased 
working conditions. Along with 
other modern advances, it helped 


to increase the life span of workers. 
At Ford, it soon made possible the 
8-hour day. And with unskilled 
labor in many places earning as 
little as $1 a day, Ford basic pay 
was raised to $5. 

The assembly line also brought 
price reductions on Ford cars, plac- 
ing their pleasure and convenience 
within reach of more people: This 
policy of sharing production sav- 
ings with the public has remained 
fundamental with Ford. 

Today, in the creation of equip- 
ment vital to victory, Ford men con- 
tinue to search for better ways of do- 
ing things. What they are learning 
will be reflected in the improved 
Ford transportation of tomorrow. 
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